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States to pass legislation to change the laws 
and regulations affecting the border between 
this country and Canada; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: 
H. R. 6841. A bill for the relief of The Tours 

Apartment Hotel; to the Committee. on 
Claims 

By Mr MACIEJEWSKI: 
H. R . 6842. A bill for the relief of Robert J. 

Eitel, Max Eitel, and E. J. Coyle, of Chicago, 
Ill., a copartnership doing business under the 
name of the C. & E. Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER: 
H. R . 6843. A bill for the relief of Dr. Man

fred Sake!; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

H. R. 6844 (by request). A bill for the relief 
of Emil Chalupa; to the Committee on World 
War- VP.terans' Legislation. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's d~sk 
and referred as follows: · 

2584. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
American Legion, C. C. Thomas Navy Post, 
No. 244, San Francisco, Calif., regarding war 
production; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

2585. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the Leg
islature of the State of New York, respectfully 
requesting Congress to speedily bring about 
and put into effect any necessary changes in 
our laws and regulations affecting the border 
between this country and Canada to the end 
that unnecessary restrictions may be removed 
and that travel of persons and movement of 
products may be facilitated for the purpose 
of promoting a harmonious, an efficient, and 
a victorious prosecution of the existing war; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2586. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of. 
2,536 members of the Northwestern Union of 
Telephone Workers, protesting against inclu
sion of the Bell System pension plan under 
the pending Morgenthau tax proposal for pen
sion tr:ust funds; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

2587. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition . of 
the New York State Legislature, requesting 
Congress to effect any necessary changes in 
our laws and regulations affecting the border 
between this country and Canada to the end 
that unnecessary restrictions may be removed 
and movement of persons and products facili
tated for the purpose of promoting the har
monious, efficient, and victorious prosecution 
of the existing war; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2588. By Mr. KEOGH: Memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of New York, respect-

. fully requesting the Congress to speedily 
bring about and put into effect any necessary 
changes in .our laws and regulations affecting 
the border between this country and Canada 
to the end that unnecessary restrictions may 
be removed and that travel• of persons and 
movement of products may be facilitated for 
the purpose of promoting a harmonious and 
efficient and a victorious prosecution of the 
existing war; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2589 . By Mr KRAMER: ., Petition of the 
Eagle Rock (Calif.) Chamber of Commerce, 
urging the speedy removal of aliens from 
along the Pacific coast line to interior concen
trations, isolating them from both the coast 
line and water-supply sources where sabotage 
would most likely occur; also urging the Con
gressmen to take a firm and positive stand 
against strikes of any kind that interfere with 

the war production program; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

2590. Also, petition of the Fresno (Calif.) 
Cb.amber of Commerce, urging immediate re
moval of all aliens and Japarie.se citizens· or 
aliens into protective custody of the United 
States, and that all property of such persons 
be taken into protective custody of the 
United States; to the Committee on Immi
gration and Naturalization. 

2591. By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Hendersonville, N. C., supporting 
Senate bill 860; to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

2592. By the SPEAKER: Petition of L. A. 
Nordan, of San Antonio, Tex., petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with refer- . 
ence to the wage-hom· law; to the Commit
tee on Labor 

2593. Also, petition of the Council of the 
City of Cincinnati, petitioning consideration 
of their resolution with reference to House 
bills 6617 and 6750; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2594. Also, petition of the assistant secre
tary, State Board of Agriculture of the State 
of California, petitioning consideration of 
their resolution with reference to construc
tion of dams necessary to the Central Valley 
project; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

2595. Also, petition of the American Le
gion, Middletown Post, No. 218, Middletown, 
Ohio, petitioning consideration of their res
olution with reference to all-out aid and 
unity to win the war; to the C:Jmmittee on 
Expenditures in the Exequtive Departments. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, MARCH 24, 1942 

(Legislative day of Thursday, March 5, 
1942) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on · 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, the Very Reverend 
Z~Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Ruler of the nations, we 
entreat Thee in this hour of the world's 
anguish to have pity upon us, for in 
Thee is our only hope. Insr. '.re in us, 
Thy. children, the courage to do arid to 
dare our utmost; increase our faith in 
the religion of our Saviour, which alone 
can subdue the world by its transmuta
tion of suffering into triur,-;.ph, of a 
crown of thorris into a crown of glory, 
of a shameful cross into a symbol of sal
vation. 

In this Passion tide,. dear Lord, teach us 
anew the mysterious meaning of the 
cross which brings to men the death of 
death, the defeat of sin, the beatifica
tion of martyrdom, the raising heaven
ward of voluntary sacrifice, the defiance 
of pain. Give to us all the certitude 
which sets no store by the apparent or 
the tangible, but which, piercing through 
the mystery of things, shows us joy shin
ing through tears, making of suffering a 
sacred trial sent by Eternal Love to 
purify the souls of men. We ask it for 
the sake of Him in whom dwells all the 
fullness of the Godhead bodily, Jesus 
Christ, Thy Son, our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. MEAD, and by unan

imous consent, the reading of the Journal 

of the proceedings of the calendar day 
Monday, March 23, 1942, was dispensed 
with, and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
APPROVAL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
March 23, 194:2, the President had ap
proved and s~gned the following acts: 

S. 1564. An act for the relief of Pauline 
Caton Robertson; · 

S . 1898. An act for the relief of the heirs of 
Mrs. Nazaria Garcia, of Winslow, Ariz.; 

S. 1906. An act for the relief of the estate of 
0. K . Himley; and 

S. 2134. An act to revive and reenact the 
act entitled "An act authorizing the S ·ate of 
Michigan, acting through the International 
Bridge Authority of Michigan, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a toll bridge or series 
of bridges, causeways, and approaches there
to, across the St. Marys River frorr a point in 
or near the city of Sault Ste. Marie, M:ch .. to 
a point in the Province of Ontario, Canada," 
approved December 16, 1940. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by l\1r. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had pa~sed the follcwing bills, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 5444. An act to amend the act to reg
ulate barb~rs in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 6386. An act to provide for an ad
justment of salaries of the Metropolitan Po
lice, the United States Park Police, the White 
House Police, and the members of the Fire 
Department of the District of Columbia, to 
conform with the increased cost of living in 
the District of Columbia, and also to con
form with wages paid in many cities of the 
Natlon; and ' 

H. R. 6782. An act to authorize the Com
missioners of the District of Columbia to 
assign officers and members of the Metro
politan Police force to duty in the detective 
bureau of the Metropolitan Police Depart
ment, and for other pu':'poses. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
enrolled bill (S. 2208) to further €X
pedite the prosecution of the war, and it 
was &igned by the Vice President. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPREE,SION OF VICE AROUND MILI
TARY CAMPs-PETITIONS 

Mr. CAPPER presented petitions, nu
merously signed, of sundry citizens of 
Abilene and Fort Scott, Kans., praying 
for the prompt enactment of the bill 
(S. 860) to provide for the common de
fense in relation to the sale of alcoholic 
liquors to the members of the land and 
naval forces of the United States and to 
provide for the suppression of vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I ask con
sent to now present for appropriate dis
position a petition si~ned by various citi
zens of the State of Maine, praying for 
the enactment of Senate bill No. 860, 
known as the Sheppard bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the petition presented by the 
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Senator from Maine will be received and 
lie on the table. 

SPEED-UP OF WAR-PRODUCTION 
EFFORT-PETITION 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I ask 
consent to place in the RECORD at this 
point in my remarks, without all the 
signature:; attached thereto, a petition 
directed at the stoppage of strikes, the 
doing away with overtime and double pay 
for Sunday work for the duration of the 
war, and calling for all-.out production 
and action. This petition is headed and 
signed in the first instance by Han. Flora 
J . Coutts, of Newport, Vt., who has served 
the State of Vermont well as State sen
ator from Orleans County in two sepa
rate sessicns, 1937 and 1939, of the Gen
eral Assembly of Vermont. She is now 
act~vely engaged in civic affairs as ex
ecutive secretary of the Orleans County 
Developmf>nt Authority. On this peti
tion also are the names of many citizens 
of Newport, Vt. I request that the peti
tion may be received at this juncture and 
appropriately referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the petition presented by the 
Senator from Vermont will be received, 
referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and printed in the RECORD 
without all the signatures attached. 

The petition is as follows: 
Hon. WARREN R. AUSTIN, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We want action taken to speed up produc
tion for defense, to stop strikes, and "to do 
away with overtime and double Sunday pay 
for the duration of the war. We want all
out production. We want passing the buck 
stopped and efficiency begun. We want 
action now. · 

F:r.ORA J. COUTTS. 
(And sundry other citizens of New

port, Vt.) 

RESOLUTION OF ~NSAS INDEPENDENT 
OIL AND GAS ASSOCIATION-PERCENT
AGE DEPJ..ETION ALLOWANCE 

Mr. CAPP.ER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD at this point in my remarks 
and appropriately referred a resolution 
adopted by the Kansas Independent Oil 
and Gas Association at Wichita, Kans., 
on March 18, ·protesting against the 
Treasury proposal to eliminate the 27%
percent so-called depletion allowance in 
computing income-tax returns. 

I desire particularly to call attention 
and to add my strong endorsement to 
the following statements of the resolu
tion: 

The independent operator is justified in 
his request that this percentage depletion 
b ) continued because of the risks be takes 
each time he . drills a well. For the presence 
of oil cannot be determined without the ex
penditure of large sums of money. Even 
if oil is found, it cannot be measw-ed. The 
amount of oil in place can only be estimated. 

A manufacturer or merchant can replace 
tL.eir stocks by making new purchases. An 
oil operator cannot replace the oil he pumps 
ol't of his wells; he must drill more wells in 
order to d:scover new production. This re
sults in his drilling many dry boles, and 
their cost is rightfully chargeable to the pro
ducing wells. 

We believe that any reduction CJt the de
pletion allowance will result in the taxation 

of capital invested in the oil industry and 
will make it impossible to develop new re
serves which are vital to our war effort. 

Mr. President, if the Congress elimi
mites or decreases to any great extent 
the depletion allowance, I fear it will 
result in stopping development of new 
oil supplies just at the time when oil is 
vitally needed for national defense. The 
Treasury proposal should be rejected. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Flnance and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

The recommendation of the Treasury De
partment that the percentage depletion al
lowance be eliminated is to be considered 
by the Ways and Means Committee on March 
23 and 24. 

From 1918 to 1942 it has been commonly 
recognized that oil in place is capital and 
that this capital should be returned to the 
oil industry, free of tax. In order to return 
this capital free of tax, Congress determined 
in 1918 that the value of oil in place should 
be based either on cost, the fair market value 
as of March 1, 1913, or the fair market value 
within 30 days from the date oil was dis
covered. This method, however, of arriving 
at the amount of capital involved was diffi
cult to .administer and was expensive to the 
Government and to the oil industry. 

To simplify the computations of allowable 
depletion, Congress in 1926, passed the per
centage-depletion method, which allowed 27¥2 
percent of the gross income from the oil and 
gas produced by a property during each year, 
to be deducted from Federal income, but in 
no event was this to be more than 50 percent 
of the net income from the property. This 
depletion allowance passed by Congress in 
1926, has been approved by Congress in each 
succeeding revenue act; and, the fact that 
·this method of computing depletion has stood 
for the past 16 years is evidence that it is 
fair, just and equi.table, to b·otb the tax
payer and to the Government. The fw-tber 
fact that most State income-tax departments 
have approved this method of depletion al
lowance argues. in favor of its fairness. 

The independent operator is justified in 
his request that this percentage depletion 
be continued, because of the risks he takes 
each time he drills a well. For the presence 
of oil cannot be determined without the ex
penditw-e of large sums of money. Even if 
oil is found, it cannot be measw-ed. The 
amount of oil in place can only be estimated. 

A manufacturer or merchant can replace 
his stocks by making new purchases. An 
oil operator cannot replace the oil he pumps 
out of his wells; he must drill more wells 
in order to discover new ·production. This 
results in his drilling many dry holes, and 
their cost is rightfully chargeable to the pro
ducing wells. 

We believe that any . reduction of the de
pletion allowance will result in the taxation 
of capital invested in the oil industry and 
will make it impossible to develop new re
serves which are vital to our war effort: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Kansas Independent Oil 
and Gas Association, That the provisions of 
the present law are fair and equitable; that 
they return no more to the industry than the 
capital consumed and that its elimination 
or reduction would discourage an essential 
industry, necessary to the welfare and defense 
of the Nation. 
STATEMENT RELATIVE TO PETITION AND 

RESOLUTIONS RECEIVED FROM WIS
CONSIN 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I have 
received from the State of· Wisconsin, as 
set forth on the sheet which I hold in 

my hand, several papers, all in the nature 
of petitions, which I shall identify: A 
petition from sundry citizens of Madison, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of Sen
ate bill 860, known as the Sheppard bill; 
also resolutions from the Council of the 
City of Kenosha, Wis., and the Kenosha 
Industrial Unior Council favoring the 
enactment of House bill 6559, to the end 
that the men and women who, by virtue 
of the conversio:r of plants from peace
time to wartime production, are left un
employed may receive during such idle 
period a decent, livable unemployment 
bentfit; also a resolution from the League 
of Wisconsin Municipalities, Madison , 
Vvis., urging Members of the Congress 
and the various war agencies to put forth 
every effort to aid in providing necessar.v 
funds for the promotion of the Bureau of 
Plant Industry, and also a resolution from 
the Portage County, Wis., Board of 
Supervisors favoring the susp2nsion of 
labor-union activity for the duration of 
the war. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce: 

H. R. 6387. A bill to extend the crediting of 
military service under the Railroad Retire
ment Acts, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1192). 

By Mr. MALONEY, from the Committee on 
Immigration: 

S. 1944. A bill for the relief of Thomas 
Samuel Wuriu; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1193). 

By Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on 
Immigration: 

H. R . 1541. A bil( for the relief of Jacques 
Hailpern, Max Hailpern, and Sally Hailpern 
Zaharia; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
1194). 

By Mr. MAYBANK, from the Committee on 
lmmigra tion: 

H. R. 2922. A bill for the relief of Albert 
Edward Whiteside; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1195). 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
APPROPRIATIONS 

. Mr. THO.l.\1AS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, on behalf of the Committee 
on Appropriations I report back from 
that committee, with amendments, for 
the calendar, the bill (H. R. 6736) mak
ing appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, for civil functions 
administered by the War Department, 
and for other purposes, and I submit a 
report (No. 1191) thereon. I give notice 
that at the earliest opportune moment I 
shall call up the bill for consideration by 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the report will be received and 
the bill will be placed on the calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

(Mr. BROWN introduced Senate bill 2400, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and appears under a separate 
heading.) 

By Mr. BUTLER: 
S. 2401. A bill conferring jurisdiction upon 

the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and 
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render judgment upon the claims of William 
Quinlan; to the Committee on Claims. 

OVERTIME PAYMENTS TO EMPLOYEES 
UNDER GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
PURCHASE OF UNITED STATES BONDS 
BY GOVERNMENTAL OFFICIALS AND 
OTHERS 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
consent to introduce a bill for reference 
to the Committee on Finance, and I wish 
briefly to state what it contains. 

The bill proposes, first, that hereafter 
all overtime pay received by workmen 
engaged on Government contracts shall 
be paid in the form of United States 
Savings bonds. 

Second, that the salaries of all officers 
of corporations engaged in Government 
war work which exceed $400 a month, 
approximately $5,000 a year, shall be 
paid, to the extent of 5 percent thereof, 
in United States war bonds. 

Thild, that the salaries of all Govern
ment employeesf including, I may ·say, 
Senators and Rf;presentatives, judges, 
and other officers and employees of the 
United States, receiving salaries in excess · 
of $400 a month, slightly under $5,000 a 
year shall be paid to the extent of 5 per
cent thereof in United States Savings 
bonds. 

Of course, the major purpose of the 
proposed legislation is, first, to ·raise 
money; second, to postpone the buying 
power of salaries from the present time to 
the period after the war. These bonds 
are to be substantially similar to the pres
ent United States Savings bonds, except 
that they are to be nonnegotiable, and 
nonredeemable unti~ 6 months after the 
termination of the war suoh termination 
to be as defined in the ·second War Pow
ers Act. 

Mr. HYGHES. Could the bonds be · 
used for the payment of taxes? 

Mr. BROWN. No; they could not be. 
Mr. HUGHES. What will we use for 

the payment of taxes? 
Mr. BROWN. The Senator will have 

to save something out of his salary with 
which to pay taxes. 

Mr. President, this bill, I hope, will 
be anti-inflationary in result. It affects 
three groups of wage and salary earners. 
It proposes that all overtime pay to work
ers on Government contracts, both pri
mary and secondary, shall be in the form 
of nonnegotiable war bonds issued on a 
discount basis to the full amount of the 
overtime pay substautially in the form of 
the present Trca~ury issues except that 
they are not cashable or redeemable until 
6 months after the end of the war as 
defined in the Second War Powers Act. 
The bill also will require payment of 5 
percent of all salaries paid by corpora
tions engaged in war work which are in 
excess of $400 per month. With the same 
kind of bonds as above described, the 
third class I seek to affect in the same 
manner is ail Government officials and 
employees drawing sa.laries in' excess of 
$400 per month. 

I think it fair under all circumstances 
to give serious consideration to a similar 
provision for corporate dividends and I 
introdu.ce the bill witl: the hope that we 

can find some method of reaching cor
porate dividends. I have not suggested 
any form in my bill, but take this means 
of calling attention to the need and hope 
that when considered in committee, we 
may find some mean~ of reaching cor
porate dividends based upon war con
tracts in a substantially similar manner 
as overtime and salaries are reached. 

It will be noted that the main purpose 
of the bill is the postponement of buying 
power from the present to the post-war 
period. It is a step toward compulsory 
savings. I am not wedded to the rate of 
5 percent, as suggested, nor to the $400 
base. These may be changed in accord 
with what seems proper after hearing. 
I am able to say that the Treasury is 
studying the matter. They have an
nounced no position. I discussed the 
ubject matter publicly before the Finance 
Committee of the Senate on March 13 
during the hearing on the Public Debt 
Act. I have also discussed the matter 
further with Secretary "'1:orgenthau and 
Under Secretary Bell of the Treasury. I 
have also discussed the overtime question 
with representatives of labor and of 
management. I have received no definite 
answer from either, but ·was assured by 
both that the subject matter was worthy 
of most serious consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 
2400) relating to overtime payments to 
employees under Government contracts, 
was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

The following bills were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R. 5444. An act to amend the act to 
regulate barbers in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6386. An act to provide for an ad
justment of salaries of the Metropolitan 
Police, the United States Park ·Police, the 
White House Police, and the members of the 
Fire Department vf the District of Columbia 
to conform with the increased cost of living 
in the District of Columbia, and also to con
form with wages paid in many cities of the 
Nation; and 

H. R . 6782. An act to authorize the Com
missioners of the District of Columbia to as
sign officers and members of the Metro
politan Police force to duty in the detective 
bureau of the Metropolitan Police Depart
ment, and for other purposes. 

DEVELOPMENT OF MINERALS, ELECTRICAL 
FACILITIES, AND NATURAL RE-
SOURCE&-AMENDMENTS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2378) to promote the 
development and production of minerals 
belonging to the United States, to au
thorize the construction and operation of 
electrical facilities, to promote utiliza
tion of the natural resources of the Na
tion, and for other purposes, which were 
referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys and ordered to be 
printed. 
THE TAX PROBLEM-ADDRESS BY SENA

TOR TAFT 
[Mr. BROWN asked and obtained leave · to 

have printed in the RECORD a radio address 

on the tax problem delivered by Senator 
TAFT ~n Monday, March 23, 1942, which ap
pears m the Appendix.) 

PROSECUTION OF THE WAR-ADDRESS BY 
SENATOR WILEY 

[Mr . WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a radio address 
delivered by him at Chippewa Falls, Wis., on 
March 18, 1942, which appears in the Ap
pendix.) 

PRE-WAR STATEMENTS BY SENATOR 
SMATHERS AND FORMER . SENATOR 
EDGE 

[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article from 
the Atlantic City Press, Atlantic City, N. J., 
of March 23, 1942, containing statements by 
for.J?er Senator Edge and Senator SMATHERS, 
Which appears in the · Appendix.) 

ADDRESS TO THE ORDER OF AHEPA BY 
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

[Mr. SMATHERS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an address 
delivered by the Attorney General of the 
United States at the Ahepa dinner, March 
23, 1942, at the May:tlower Hotel, which ap
pears in the Appendix.) 

PROBLEMS INVOLVED IN THE WAR 
EFFORT 

[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a radio program 
in which Theodore Granik interviewed James 
M. Landis, Director of the Office of Civilian 
Defense, which appears in the Appendix.) 

. WARTIME RESPONSIBILITY TO .YOUTH
ADDRESS BY DR. V. T . THAYER 

[Mr. BREWSTER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an address 
entitled "Our Wartime Responsibility to 
American Youth: Shall We Scrap the Na
tional Youth Administration and the Civilian 
Conservation Corps?" delivered on February 
15, 1942, in New York City, by Dr. V. T. 
Thayer, educational 'irector, Ethical Culture 
Schools, and leader of the New York Society 
for Ethical Culture, which appears in , the 
Appendix.) 

LABOR AND WAR PRODUCTION-EDITO
RIAL FROM THE MONTGOMERY (ALA.) 
ADVE::J.TISER 

[Mr. BANKHEAD asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "Must Our Nation Be Torn to 
Pieces?" published in the Montgomery (Ala.) 
Advertiser of March 22, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.) 

THUHMAN ARNOLD-ARTICLE BY FRANK 
C. WALDROP 

[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article by 
Frank C. Waldrop regarding Assistant Attor
ney General Thurman Arnold, which appears 
in the Appendix.) 

MAcARTHUR PROMISES "THE TRUTH" 
ABOUT THE WAR-ARTICLE BY HAROLD 
GUARD 

[Mr . REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article · 
entitled "MacArthur Promises 'the Truth' 
About War-Requests Cooperation" written 
by Harold Guard, United Press staff corre
spondent at General MacArthur's head
quarters, Australia, which appears in the 
Appendix.) 

Yf AR PRODUCTION AND LABOR POLICIES 

[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob
tained leave to ·have printed in the RECORD 
two letters discussing war production and 
labor policies which appear in the Appendix.) 
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HEED NELSON'S WARNING-EDITORIAL 

FROM CHICAGO TIMES 

[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en

- titled "Heed Nelson's Warning," published in 
the Chicago -Sunday Times of March 15, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.) 

BONDS VERSUS BONDAGE 

(Mr. MURDOCK asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a statement 
entitled "Bonds Versus Bondage," by James 
Shenos, president District of Columbia 
Chapter, Order of Ahepa; which appears in 
the Appendj.x.) 

TEXANS DEMAND ACTION 

[Mr. CONNALLY asked and obtained leave 
to have print-ed in the RECORD an article from 
the Washington Times-Herald of March 24, 
1942, relating to a mass meeting in Dallas, 
Tex., which appears in the Appendix.) 

EFFECT OF CONCENTRATION OF DEFENSE 
INDUSTRIES ON SMALL BUSINESS 

(Mr. RADCLIFFE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article from 
the Preston (Md.) News of March 12, 1942, 
relating to defense industries and small busi
ness, which appears in the Appendix.) 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. MEAD. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following · Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey 
Banl{head 
Barbour 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brewster 
Brown 
Bulow 
Burton 
Butlef 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Doxey 
Ellender 
G eorge 
Gerry 
Gillette 

Glass 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
Langer 
Lee 
:r.ucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 

- McKellar 
McNary 
Maloney 
May bank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Murdock 

- Murray 
Nye 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 

Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shipstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 

Mr. HILL. I announce · that the Sen
ator from New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] is 
absent from the Senate because of- ill
ness. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DowNEYL the Senator from West Vir
ginia [Mr. KILGORE], and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are 
holding hearings in Western States on 
matters pertaining to national defense. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS], the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
BUNKER], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
HERRING J, and the Senator from Massa
chusetts LMr. WALSH] are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS] is 
absent because of illness. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The Senator from Min
nesota [Mr . B.~LLJ is a member of the 
Senate committee holding hearings in 

the West on matters pertaining to the 
national defense, and is therefore un
able to be present. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is absent as a result of an 
injury and illness. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. BROOKS] 
and the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LonGE] are necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-one 
Senators have -answered to their names. 
A quorum is present~ 

SENATOR FROM NORTH DAKOTA 

The Senate resumed consideration of 
the resolution <S. Res. 220) declaring 
WILLIAM LANGER not entitled to be a 
United States Senator from the State of 
North Dakota. 

Mr. TUNNELL obtained the floor. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 

will the Senator from Delaware yield? 
Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. While I have no 

doubt there is a constructive quorum 
present, I should like to have the REc
ORD show that there are just 24 out of 96 
jurors present. 

Mr: WHITE and Mr. BREWSTER ad
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE "PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Delaware yield and, if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Maine. 

<Mr. WHITE presented a petition 
which appears under the appropriate 
heading.) 

Mr. CONNALLY. I rise to a point of 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Texas is recognized to state the 
point of order. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] made the 
point that there is not a quorum present, 
and under the rules of the Senate the roll 
must be called. The Senator from 
Michigan made the point that there are 
only 24 Senators on the floor .- Whether 
he used the words, "I suggest the absence 
of a quorum" or not, he did suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Delaware fMr. TuNNELL] has the 
floor. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield for the purpose of calling the roll? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I do not. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 

Senator from Maine [Mr. WHITE] has the 
floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Delaware [Mr. TuNNELL] 
yielded to the Senator from Maine, but 
failed to designate whether it was the 
junior or senior Senator. 
. Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 

make the further point of order that 
when the Senator from Michigan made 
the point that there was no quorum pres
ent it then became the duty of the Chair 
to proceed to order the calling of the roll, 
irrespective of whether the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. TuNNELL] would yield for 
the purpose or not. I do not care to 
have the roll called, but in the interest of 
correct procedure I wish the RECORD to 
show that the Senator from Michigan 
has observed that there is not a quorum 
present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The presence 
of a quorum had just been announced_. 
The Chair did not undertake to ascertain 
the veracity of the statement of the· Sen
ator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], 
and understood that the Senator from 
Michigan was speaking in a highly 
humorous mood. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, I shall 
first answer the question asked by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] 
yesterday. In addition to the quotation 
from page 111 of the record, which I 
read yesterday in response to the ques
tion asked by the Senator from Maryland 
with reference to Gale Wyman, I shall 
now read from page 112 of the record: 

Mr. BURKE. Did you · .. en your father on 
that occasion that the representative of Mr. 
LANGER had agreed, SUbject to Mr. LANGER'S 
approval, to pay you $500 for such services 
as you might render in the matter? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator give 
me the pages again? 

Mr. TUNNELL. The first page I gave 
was 111. The second one is 112. On 
both are to be found evidence relating 
to the activity of Mr. Gale Wyman. I 
will not read again what I read yester
day from page 111. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator 
specify the exact sentences? 

Mr. TUNNELL. Yes; on page 111, 
near the top of the page, will be found 
this language: 

-And I read you that port ion of your st ate
ment appearing at the top of page 17, which 
I now repeat: 

"I to~d them from the standpoint a( a fix
ing policy it would be a physical impossibility 
for me to do any good." 

Do you wish to say to the committee that 
when you referred to a "fixing policy" that 
that was the first time that that had been 
mentioned in the conversation between Mr. 
Leedom and Mr. Mulloy and yourself, that 
the only thing they had suggested for which 
they wanted your services was in reference 
to this banquet and the relief of the jury 
list? 

Mr. WYMAN. That is all that they sug
gested to me at the time. However, there 
were possibly some inferences drawn during 
the conversation which caused me to describe 
it in that way. I cannot recall the exact con
versation. 

Mr. BURKE. Now, Mr. Wyman, is it unfair 
to say that you knew perfectly well V'hen 
Leedom called you down there and Mulloy 
and Leedom talked to you and wanted you 
to ' take some part in this case, they were 
willing to pay you, apparently, whatever you 
asked, $500 you said, that they wanted you 
to use your influence in whatever way you 
could with your father to get the result they 
wanted in the case? You knew that that is 
what they wanted, did you not? 

Mr. WYM'\N. Well, that was understood. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I still say that that 
language can be interpreted strictly, it 
can be interpreted literally, or it can be 
interpreted conservatively, and one can 
arrive at many different meanings from 
that language. 

Mr. TUNNELL. And they are all 
crooked. 

Mr. TYDINGS. There is nothing 
here--

Mr. TUNNELL. I say all the meanings 
are crooked, are they not? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not think so. I 
should say that when a judge's son prac
tices law in his father's own bailiwick, 
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not infrequently persons will employ the 
judge's son because they feel that there 
will be no antipathy on the part of the 
bench toward the trial attorney. I am 
not passing on the ethics of such a prac
tice, but there is nothing illegal about it, 
there is nothing improper about it, in the 
sense that we are discussing this case. 
It was no secret that Mr. Gale Wyman 
was to appear in open court. He was not 
hired to go into court in a disguise. He 
was in open court. i cannot find any 
direct statement in the record from 
which it may be. assumed that he was 
asked to do something which was im
proper. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. PreBident, will 
the Senator from Delaware yield to me? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I' yield. 
Mr. STEWART. Has the Senator from 

Maryland read the testimony of Mulloy? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I have read these dif

ferent quotations, and I can draw infer
ences from them. 

Mr. STEWART. Mulloy said that Gale 
Wyman was hired for the purpose of fix
ing his father. That is the substance of 
his testimony. 

Mr. TYDINGS. On what page is that? 
Mr. STEWART. There are several 

pages of it, I will say to the Senator. 
Mulloy's testimony would have to be read 
pretty nearly in its entirety. In addition 
to that, it was specifically understood 
that Mr. Gale Wyman was not to appear 
in court because it would not look right. 

Mr. TYDINGS. What I should like to 
have is the specific statement. 

Mr. STEWART. One of the unfortu
nate things about the whole procedure 
is that all the testimony has not been 
printed. The other day, when a similar 
question arose, I undertook to have the 
entire testimony printed. A part of the 
testimony was not included even in the 
little green book which appears on Sena
tor's pesks. By that I mean statements 
taken by the investigators. I believe it 
should all have been printed and placed 
on the desk of each senator who might 
desire to avar himself of it. I think it be
hooves Senators to read every word of 
this testimony. The committee sat for 
about a month listening to testimony. 
It was one of the most unpleasant duties 
I have ever had to perform in the Senate 
or anywhere else. We saw the witnesses 
who appeared before us. That was one 
of the occasions in my life when I had 
impressed upon me the correctness of 
the old idea of the importance of seeing 
the witnesses and observing their de
meanor on the stand. I became greatly 
impressed with the tremendous differ
ence between reading a cold record and 
seeing and hearing the men who came 
before us and made the record and testi
fied in flesh and blood. I had that expe
rience in this case. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Delaware again yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. The only purpose for 

which I rose yesterday was to say that 
the statement had been made that Sena
tor LANGER, then Mr. LANGER, through his 
agents, Mr. Mulloy a't].d the other gentle
man who was associated with him, had 
employed Gale Wyman, the judge's son, 

for the purpose of influencing his father 
improperly, and I said that I could not 
find any specific statement in the record 
to that effect. I did find statements from 
whic:!:l such an inference could be drawn, 
quite properly, if one wanted to do it; 
but I wanted the exact page and the 
exact statement where that assertion 
was made, and I have not yet been able 
to find it. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I will say to the Sen
ator that on page 111 Gale Wyman 
states that it was understood, when he 
agreed to do this work for Senator 
LANGER, whatever it was, that he was to 
use his influence with his father in what
ever way he could to obtain the desired 
result. If it is proper to pay money to 
the son of a judge to influence the father 
in a case which the father is trying, 
then I am entirely wrong. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. SMATHERS. The distinguished 

Senator from Maryland said that the 
hiring of the judge's son was a matter 
of record. That is not a fact, is it? The 
judge's son was not one of the attorneys 
of record. 

Mr. TUNNELL. He was not one of the 
attorneys of record; but the fact that he 
was hired is a matter of record in the 
green book. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is what i meant. 
He did not appear in court, but he was 
one of the attorneys hired in the case. 

With the Senator's permission I 
should like to read the next three or 
four sentences: 

Mr. BURKE Yes. And you told them, and 
your testimony bears that out fully, that you 
were sure your father was not that kind of a 
man. 

Mr. WYMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. The attempt to influence him 

would not bring the result? 
Mr. WYMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. That is correct, according to 

your statement? 
Mr. WYM"-N. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. You never varied from that? 
Mr. WYMAN . No. 
Mr. BuRKE. But in spite of that, arid after 

the conversation ·went on they insisted that 
they still wanted you in the case and were 
willing to pay you for it? ' 

Mr . WYMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BURKE. You have already testified that 

following that conversation you went over 
across the State to Sioux Falls and talked 
to your father? 

Mr. WYMAN. I did. 

So, according to Mr. Wyman's testi
mony, adduced by Senator Burke, if there 
had been any supposition that he was 
to be hired for any irregular purpose, it 
was definitely understood when Mr. Wy
man left the room that influence was out 
of the question. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I do not think so. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Let me read it. 
Mr. TUNNELL. I have read it more 

times than the Senator has. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Listen to this: 
Mr. BURKE. The attempt to influence him 

would not bring the result? 
Mr. WYMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. That is correct, according to 

your statement? 
Mr. WYMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE. You never varied from that? 
Mr. WYMAN . No. 
Mr. BURKE. But in spite of that , and after 

the conversati.::>n went on they insisted that 
they still war.. ted you in the case and were 
willing to pay you for it. 

All that means is, without any influ
ence being a matter of consideration at 
all. 

Mr. 'TUNNELL. That is where the 
Senator and I differ. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The witness answered 
"Yes." 

Mr. TUNNELL. That is where the 
Senator and I differ. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield so that I may ask the • 
Senator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. SMATHERS. If the judge's son 

was not an attorney of record, and if he 
did not participate in the trial of the 
case, why was he hired, and what service 
could he render the defendant? 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is a matter of 
inference. The Senator very properly 
says that the employment was not ortho
dox; but I am not dealing with that 
phase of the matter. The assertion was 
made here that it was stated that Mr. 
Wyman was employed to influence his 
father, and I said that I had not been 
able to find in the testimony an affirma
tive statement to that effect. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Nothing more than 
an inference. · 

Mr. TYDINGS. There was an infer
ence that that was true; but I think it 
is important to draw a distinction be
tween an inference and a fact. I only 
wanted to keep the record straight. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator . yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. On the theory that per

haps the Senator from Maryland has not 
had the time to read the entire record let 
me invite his attention to the fact that· 
during the trial the judge's son, Gale 
Wyman, went to Bismarck, N.Dak., and 
registered at the hotel under an assumed 
name. He was not an attorney of record. 
No one, with the exception of Leedom, 
Mulloy, ana the respondent, knew in 
reality who he was or what he was doing 
there. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Let me repeat what I 
said yesterday. On page 111 it is stated 
precisely that the purpose of hiring young 
Wyman was understood to be that of in
fluencing his father. I do not change 
that statement because that statement is 
in the record. That is the statement of 
Gale Wyman. 

Mr. STEW·ART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

. Mr. TUNNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. STEW ART. I was about to call 

the attention of the Senator from Mary
land to pages 16 and 17 of the record in 
the green book. If I may have the per
mission of the Senator from Delaware I 
should like to read a little of that testi
mony. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I am glad to yield for 
that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Mulloy testified 
as follows: 
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We started driving back toward Mandan 

again, and we discussed it with Vogel. 
I had been in a car accident up near Rugby 

with the Governor prier· ro that. My car 
was in the garage up there being repaired. 

So, after discussing it with Vog-el, we all 
decided that we would leave that night for 
Deadwood. So we turned around and came 
back to Bismarck. 

Without going back, I am sure he was 
riding in the car with Governor LANGER. 
. Mr. TUNNELL. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. Continuing to read 
from the testimony of Mr. Mulloy: 

I told Governor LANGER that I had no money 
to make the trip for my expenses. He first 
told me not to be surprised if I found the 

• money in the compartment of the car, and 
the next time, or the next thing I told Vogel 
that I had no car, and Vogel offered me the 
use of his car. So we drove back to Bis
marck, and I prepared to leave that day with 
them, and did leave, and drove as far as Matt, 
N. Dak., that night, just about 15 or 20 miles 
from Bismarck. and registered at the Weeks 
Hotel in Matt. I stayed there that night. 
The next mcrning I got up and drove to 
Deadwood, S. Dak. 

Mr. BURKE. Did you see Mr. Leedom while 
you were there? 

Chet Leedom, of course, was supposed 
to be the close political and personal 
friend of Judge Wyman. 

Mr. BuRKE. Did you see Mr. Leedom while 
you were there? · 

Mr. MuLLOY. Yes. I registered at the 
Franklin Hotel in Deadwood. I went up to 
my room and I was just finishing taking a 
bath and Chet knocked at the door and came 
walking in, and just as he came in he put out 
his hand to shake hands with me. He said, 
"By God, Jim, we have got to save LANGER." 

The Senator from Maryland is not now 
present in the Chamber. 

Mr. Burke then asked this question: 
Mr. BURKE. I understood you to say that in 

your telephone conversation with Mr. Leedom 
you had not referred specifically to the rea
.son why you wanted to see him. Is that 
true? 

Mr. MULLOY. That is correct. 
Mr. BURKE. Nevertheless, the first words 

that Mr. Leedom said to you on seeing you 
were as you have just stated? 

Mr. MULLOY. That is correct. He had all 
the angles figured out. 

Mr. BURKE. What did you say to Mr. Lee
dom when you got into conversation with 
him about the matter? 

This is on page 17 of the record. The 
Senator from Maryland want~d some
thing specific pointed out. 

Mr. MULLOY. I told him

That is, Chet Leedom-
I told him, "that is exactly what I am down 

here for." And we talked-well, for the bal
ance of the afternoon he impressed upon me, 
and I already knew, that he was very, very 
close to Judge Lee Wyman. He also discussed 

'with me and told me of the boy, Gale Wy-
man, and the influence that Gale Wyman 
would have with his father. 

That is the same boy and the same 
judge about wb,om the Senator from 
Maryland was speaking a moment ago. 

Mr. BuRKE. That is a son of Judge Wyman? 
Mr. MULLOY. Yes. · 
Mr. BuRKE. Is he a practicing lawyer in 

South Dakota? 
Mr. MULLOY. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. Located where? 
Mr. MULLOY. At Deadwood, S.Dak. 

The testimony goes on to tell how the 
whole deal was made and the purpose for 
which it was made. If that is not plain, 
then I do not understand what I have 
read. The testimony to which I have 
'referred appears on pages 16 and 17 and 
numerous other pages of the record in the 
greenbook. The whole record must be 
·read by Members of the Senate before 
they can definitely understand not only 
the Judge Wyman case, but also the bond 
transaction with the Iowa broker, Mr. 
Brunk; and the other transaction, which 
involved the sale of worthless Mexican 
land stock to a lawyer named Sullivan, 
who represented the Great Northern 
Railroad, the valuation of which was re
duced at the time $25,000 was paid, in 

-broken doses, to the then Governor 
LANGER. 

The whole record must be read. There 
is no one page which can be specifically 
pointed out which would convict anybody 
of undertaking to bribe or influence the · 
judge by improperly hiring somebody, 
whether it was his son or his friend. The 
entire record must be read and digested 
by every Senator. That is the thing 
which has impressed me since the 
beginning of this trial in the Senate 
Chamber. This is a tremendously im
portant matter. I wish the whole 
record had been printed and · placed 
on the desk of each Senator. 1 
think every Senat-or ought to read the 
contents of the green book, but I think 
the whole record ought to be printed. 
If we are to continue debating this case, 
I think · I shall renew my motion along 
about the "shank" of the spring some
time and try to have the entire record 
printed after all. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, the 
Senator. from Tennessee is entirely cor
rect. I am unable to follow the argu
ment of the Senator from Maryland. It 
is specifically stated by Gale Wyman that 
it was understood that he was to attempt 
to influence his father in whatever way 
he could, though he says he told them he 
could not do it. 

Mr .. STEWART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. STEWART.' What difference does 

it make whether he influenced him or 
not? 

Mr. TUNNELL. It does not make any 
difference. That is the point. 

Mr. STEWART. If he was hired for 
that purpose, the man who undertook to 
hire him-if he really undertook to do 
it-is just as guilty as though he had 
accomplished his purpose. 

Mr. TUNNELL. That is the point. 
I was unable to complete my statement 

to the Senator from Maryland. With 
reference to the same subject, inasmuch 
as it has been opened up, I read from 
page 112: 

Mr. BURKE. Did you tell your father on that 
occasion that the representative of Mr. LANGER 
had agr eed, subject to Mr. LANGER's approval, 
to pay you $500 for such services as you might 
render in the matter? 

Mr. WYMAN. I told him upon my arrival at 
Sioux Falls, after telling him what they 
wanted, I told him that I had been promised 
$500. 

Mr. BunKE. What did your father think 
about that, if that is a proper qu~stion? 

Mr. WYMAN. I told him the circumstances 
under which I was accepting it, and told him 
I was not driving across the State for nothing, 
and if they had $500 they wanted to pay me 
for that service, that .J was going to take it. _ 

Mr. BURKE. Is it not a fact that Mr. Mulloy 
testified yesterday that this matter. of going 
over to Sioux Falls to see your father at that 
time in reference to the jury list, that that 
came up incidentally, and you said, well, you 
were going to Sioux-Falls on some ot her busi
ness and you would talk to your father about 
that at that tim~? -

Mr. WYMAN. That is not a fact. 
Mr. BURKE. What did you next hear about 

the $500 payment that was to be made to 
you? 

That amount was promised by the 
agent of Senator LANGER. 

Mr. EURKE. What did you next hear about 
the $500 payment that was to be made to 
you? 

Mr. WYMAN. 1 think it was 2 or 3 days after 
I got back from Sioux Fa!ls that I got a regis
tered letter with $250 in currency in it. 

Mr. BURKE. Who was the sender of the reg-
istered letter? 

Mr. WYMAN._ Chet Leedom. 
Mr. BURKE. How much was in it? 
Mr. WYMAN. $250. 
Mr. BURKE. You expected, when you opene~t" 

the letter, to find $500? 
Mr. WYMAN. I did. 

In other words, if the $500 or if the $~5G 
did not come from Mr. LANGER, the only 
other explanation is that it came from 
Chet Leedom. Does anyone believe that 
Chet Leedom was paying $250 to Gale 
Wyman for any purpose except for the 
purpose of delivering the money which 

. Governor LANGER had sent him? 
Here is the statement of the man who 

had received the money from Chet Lee
dom. Chet Leedom was paying the agent 
of Governor LANGER; and no one, it seems 
to me, can with any degree of sincerity . 
say that he belfeves Leedom ·was paying 
the money out of his own pocket . 

I continue to read from the testimony: 
Mr. BURKE. And while we are on that sub

ject we will close that up. Did you later 
get the balance of tlie $500? 

Mr. WYMAN. l got $275 in the form of a 
check that was drawn payable to Jim Mulloy 
for the trip to Bismarck, N. Dak.; yes, sir. 

Mr. BuRKE. Drawn by him? 
Mr. WYMAN. Mr. LANGER. 
Mr. · BURKE. And were you_present in Mr. 

LANGER's office when he got out his check 
book and drew that check? 

Mr. WYMAN. No, sir. 
Mr. BuRKE. But you received the check? 
Mr, WYMAN. I did. 
Mr. BURKE. From Mulloy? 
Mr. WYMAN. I did. 
Mr. BURKE. Mr . Mulloy endorsed it, did he? 
Mr. WYMAN. He did. 
Mr. BURKE. Did you go with him to the . 

Bank of Bismarck and attempt to cash it but 
found that the bank was closed? 

Mr. WYMAN. That is true. 
Mr. BURKE. And could not get the money 

at the hotel, so you took the check when it _ 
was properly endorsed and cashed it at some 
other bank? 

Mr. WYMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BURKE. Going back now for a moment 

to your statement that although you were 
sworn to tell the truth there may be some 
parts of it that were not quite true, would 
you indicate any other part of the statement, 
your rather lengthy st atement, wh,ich you 
now ·wish to either repudiate or qualify in 
any particular? 
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Mr. Wyman said he wanted to take 

out the profanity, so the gist of the state
ments was not affected. He eliminated 
only the profanity. 

On page 120 of the record we find the 
following testimony given during the 
cross-examination: 

Mr. MURPHY. Was at any time any state
ment madL in your presence by Leedom or 
Mulloy, at either the first or second time that 
Mulloy came dr·wn there, or any other time 
that Mr . Leedom was up there for the purpose 
of infl.uendng your father in the conduct of 
these tri~:~.ls? 

Mr WYMAN. It never was brought up in 
that way. The fii'St knowledge I had that 
Chet waG doin'; anything or attempting to 
do anything like that, or apparently doing 
anything like that, was when Mulloy came 
down after Cbet the second time, and on the · 
way back he tole' me how he got his foot 
into it, and how it was going to be neces
sary for somebody to straighten the situation 
out. 

Mr MuRPHY What did he tell you? 
Mr. WYMAN. He just said that Chet · had 

been getting drunk up there and he had been 
running off at the mouth and advertising 
the fact that he was trying to influence the 
court; that be was a close friend of the 
judge's and that he knew what was going on, 
and things like that; and it was making it 
very embarrassing for Mulloy and LANGER, 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. MURPHY. That is, Mulloy himself was 
embarrassed because this man. Leedom, while 
Intoxicated , had talked too much. 

Mr WYMAN. Yes. 
Mr. MuRPHY And claimed he was trying to 

influence the court? 
Mr WYMAN Yes. 
Mr MURPHY. When, in fact, he was not up 

there for that purpose at all? 
Mr WYMAN That iE true. 

Leedom was the man whom Mr. LANGER 
insisted upon having, and sent for after 
the trial was over, in order to have him 
for the next trial. Leedom was at Bis
marck, telling whatever persons he saw 
that he was influencing the court or at
tempting to do so; and, notwithstanding 
that fact, Mr. LANGER sent for him again, 
and Mulloy went to Deadwood for him. 

Next, I read the testimony at the point 
at which the then chairman, the Sena
tor from New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] took 
part in the examination of Wyman:· 

The CHAIRMAN. You are not exactly gullible, 
are you? 

Mr. WYMAN. No; I do not think so. 
The CHAIRMAN. You knew they did not hire 

Chet Leedom to go up there and represent 
a newspaper, did you not? Let us be frank 
about it. 

Mr WYMAN. I will say "Yes" to that. 

That was Gale Wyman's statement. 
He knew that Chet Leedom had not been 
hired to go there for the purpose of rep
resenting a newspaper. 

The testimony continues, as follows: 
The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 
Mr. WYMAN. Un der this circumstance, that 

at the time he was hired, at the first time 
that ne went up there, that was the only 
explanation, that was the only situation that 
anybody knew about . Chet advertised that 
fact h imself. And, as far as BILL LANGER 
was con cerned, under .... he circumstances, he 
did not have anything to do wit h the sit ua
tion, ot her than through h is lieuten ant, J im
mie Mulloy, and when Mulloy came down 
there. I did not know what their transaction 
was, prior to the time that they called me 
to come down to the room. 
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The CHAIRMAN. But you knew what they 
wanted, did not you? 

Mr. WYMAN. Well, Chet Leedom intimated 
to me that there was going to be a chance 
for him· to make some money. 

The CHAIRMAN. If you did not know what 
·they wanted, why did you refuse employment 
as a lawyer, and why did you accept em
ployment to go around under cover, under 
an assumed name? 

Mr. WYMAN. Well, I did not give them any 
services as a lawyer, as a record lawyer in the 
case I would not have taken any part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. But you- were ready to do 
the other? 

Mr. WYMAN. As an individual under the 
circumstances, why I did the other, and I 
agree with the inferences that are raised, it 
was a foolhardy, very, very expensive' and em
barrassing situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. And you said in your state
ment before the investigators that Jim Mul
loy told the truth in large part? 

Mr . WYMAN. Well, in the details of his 
meetings and things like that there is not 
any question in my mind but that he told 
the truth. 

Those are the statements, and I call 
particular attention to the answer of 
Gale Wyman to the question propounded 
by the Senator from New Mexico, the 
then chairman: 

The CHAIRMAN. You knew they did not hire 
Chet Leedom to go up there and represent a 
newspaper, did you not? Let us be frank 
about it. 

Mr. WYMAN. I will say "Yes" to that. 

He knew what Leedom was there for, 
and he took Leedom's place. 

On page 119 of the record we find the 
followint . questions and answers: 

Mr. BURKE. Would you want to give the 
committee any reason why upon going to the 
hotel in North Dakqta, after having visited 
with your father you registered under an 
assumed name, knowing, as I assume you did 
as a lawyer, that it is a misdemeanor I be
lieve under the laws of the State of North 
Dakota, as well as generally? Why did you 
follow that course? 

Mr. WYMAN Because I felt like I should 
not have been there in the first place. 

Mr. BURKE. Ah! You knew all the time 
you should not be in the matter at all, did 
you not? 

Mr. WYMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BURKE. And you have regretted it many 

times, that you took the $500 or had anything 
to do with it? 

Mr. WYMAN. That is true. 

The foregoin~ gives the gtneral situa
tion with reference to Gale Wyman. He 
admitted at two places in the examina
tion that he knew he was expected to do 
something ·which was not legal or ethical. 
He was supposed to try to influence his 
father. At all times Gale Wyman said he 
could not do it. There is no doubt about 
that; but the stigma and the burden do 
not lie in the fact that th~.;y could not 
get Gale Wyman to do it; the burder and 
the stigma lie in the fact that Governor 
LANGER, through his agents, employed 
persons for the purpose, as he says, of 
influencing Gale Wyman's father. That 
is the burden of this charge. There is 
the act involving moral turpitude. I do 
not think we have reached such a stage 
in the development of the American sys
tem of government and political science 
that it is ethical to employ persons to 
influence a judge or to pay a member of 
his family $500 to induce him to go to the 

place where the judge is conducting a 
trial in order to influence the judge. 
Even though the young man was pro
testing that he could not succeed, he was 
hired and paid for that purpuse. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Will 
the Senator yield on that point? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. CHANDLER . . I think it important 

to show that Wyman became conscience 
stricken because of what he had done. 
I should like to call the Senator's atten
tion to the testimony appearing on page 
119. Gale Wyman had gone to the hotel 
in North Dakota, after visiting his father, 
and registered under an assumed name; 
and when Mr. Burke asked him why he 
had done so, Mr. Wyman said: 

Because I felt like I should not have bzen 
there in the first place. 

Mr. Burke then asked: 
Ah! You knew all the time you should not 

be in the matter at all, did you not? 

Wyman replied: 
Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burke asked: 
And you have regretted it many times, that 

you took the $500 or had anything to do with 
it? 

Mr. Wyman said: 
That is true. 

If he had had good motives, if there 
had been nothing wrong with the trans
action, he would not have been con
science stricken. If the whole transac
tion had been on the up and up and out 
in the open, so that everybody could have 
understood it, he would not have to en
tertain the regret which he manifestly 
expressed for having had a part in the 
matter. 

Mr. TUNNELL. That is right, and I 
thank the Senator. 

Mr. President, starting where I left off 
yesterday--

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me before he proceeds 
on another line? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. At the risk of being 

charged with repetition, I should like 
once again to place in the REcORD the 
very important fact that it is admitted 
by all in connection with this investiga
tion, whether it be those representing the 
respondent or those representing the 
petitioners, that no one in South Dakota 
knew about the Wyman transaction 
until the investigators of the Senate 
committee went there last year and dis
covered it. 

Mr. TUNNELL. The Senator's state
ment is correct. No one, so far as I 
remember, has suggested at any time 
that that incident was known to the vot
ers of North Dakota, and until this 
morning I have never had the nwught · 
that anyone would suggest that there 
coul.d be any proper motive imputed to 
the hiring of Gale Wyman by Leedom 
and Mulloy. It is a stigma on the whole 
transaction. 

The suggestion was made that the 
committee should have inquired of the 
Great Northern Railroad Co. as to 
whether it had a charge put down on its 
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books for the purchasing of the worth1ess 
stock in the Mex~can Land Co. Was 
there such a charge on the books of the 
railroad company? Such a supposition 
1s rather farfetched. The railway com
pany certainly was not going to charge 
on its books $25,000 as a bribe to the 
Governor of North Dakota to influence 
him with reference to its taxes in the 
State of North Dakota. Any company 
that had no more sense than to put a 
charge like that on its records or on its 
books would be so silly that it could 
hardly continue in business. Any com
pany which resorts to the payment of 
large sums of money to public officials 
in the hope that there may be some good 
flow from such a transaction to the cor
poration or to an individual would cer
tainly be too squeamish about its records 
to show information of a criminal 
nature. 

The thought that this payment of 
$25,000 for the stock in question was a 
legitimate transaction is not worthy of 
the consideration of an intelligent per
son. The stock itself was never de
livered; it is not even clear that there 
was any stock in existence at that time. 
Certainly Senator LANGER could not tell 
us where it was. He said he wished he 
knew. It was stock something like 30 
years old, and, as I said ·yesterday, if 
that stock had any value, it was within 
the power of Senator LANGER to prove it. 

What has proof that the Governor did 
not reduce the taxes of the railroad com
pany got to do with the charge of moral 
turpitude? If he did not deliver anything 
for the bribe which was paid, does that 
excuse Mr. LANGER? Is the doctrine to go 
forth from the United States Senate that 
one can offer bribes, if he wants to, and 
an official can take bribes if he wants to, 
but, unless there is something delivered 
of an official character, there is no stig
ma attached to the transaction? I never 
heard such a theory advanced until I 
reached the Senate of the United States. 
I do not believe that that is the opinion 
of the Senators or lawyers in or out of 
the Senate or of prosecuting attorneys. 
It is the most ridiculous suggestion I have 
ever heard. Yet I will say that it comes 
from Mr. Murphy, who is said to be a 
good lawyer and who impressed us, in 
many respects, as being a good lawyer. 
Here is his statement on pages 840 and 
841 of the record: 

Mr. MuRPHY. But I want first to convince 
you of the fact that, unless · it appears by 
competent evidence in this record that the 
$25,000 is directly related to his official con
duct in lowering the taxes, then it has no 
relevancy whatsoever. 

In that event it is of no importance to this 
committee whether LANGER deceived Sullivan 
or whether Sullivan was just giving him 
$25,000, or what not. 

Mr. Murphy, the attorney, says that it 
was of no importance if Senator LANGER 
did deceive Sullivan. In other words, it 
was of no importance if Senator LANGER 
made Sullivan believe that he would de
liver something for the $25,000 which he 
took. To what depths have we sunk when 
men will seriously make a statement that 
it does not make any difference, as af
fecting, of moral turpitude, whether the 
Governor of a great State deceives some
one on the theory that his official conduct 

would be influenced by the receipt of 
money if, in fact, his conduct was not 
influenced? 

I continue to quote from Mr. Murphy's 
statement in the record: 

Because ' the whole theory, let alone the 
pleadings, but the theory upon which this 
charge has been brought, and the theory 
toward which the evidence is offered to sus
tain it was that the two are connected. 

I am now trying to demonstrate to you 
that they were not connected, that there was 
no service of that sort given by Governor 
LANGER, and we produce the records here to 
show it. 

There the statement recurs that Gov
ernor LANGER did not deliver. It was no 
crime to take the money and steal it; 
it was no crime to take something that 
was offered as a bribe, just so he did not 
deliver anything of an official nature for 
the bribe. That is suggested here by 
Mr. Murphy, Mr. LANGER'S attorney. 

It was intimated a few days ago that 
moral turpitude is a matter of geography, 
but, if that is either good law or good 
morals, then that kind of geography is 
in a section of a country with which I 
am not familiar. 

Mr. Murphy continues: 
In addition to this record is the record of 

the board of equalization, carrying the state-_ 
ment of Mr. Dorety, as general counsel for 
the railroad company, as to the railroad's 
position, the charts that are here showing it, 
and the telegrams here from the surround
ing States showing that there was a general 
lowering· of taxes at that time. 

In other words, the Governor did not 
deliver. · 

So .I say that there is no competent evi
dence here, nothing except suspicion and 
innuendo, and attempting to tie together 
these two wholly independent transactions 
that have no relation to one another at all. 

The payment of $25,000 to the Gover
nor of a State and the fact that that year 
or the year following there was a net 
reduction of taxes of $58,000 is of no 
significance, says Mr. Murphy. I do not 
know that it is of significance except as 
corroboration. The crime was commit
ted; there was an act involving moral 
turpitude when Governor LANGER took 
the $25,000 for worthless stock, knowing 
what the other man held and the other 
man knowing what Governor LANGER 
could do for him when he paid the 
$25,000. Mr. President, if you had $25,-
000 of Mexican Land Co. stock, do you 
think you could have gotten par for it; 
do you think you could have sold to Sul
livan for par the $25,000 of worthless 
stock? Mr. Lemke says it is worth noth
ing. Governor LANGER never said it was 
worth anything. He says the company 
has some property, but a large acreage 
of the land has been expropriated, and 
taken over by the Mexican Government. 
There is no serious contention that this 
stock has 5 cents' worth of value today. 
I venture to say one c,ould get ar he 
wanted of it for practically nothing, and 
if anyone wants some of it, I think I 
can put him on the trail of it. 

I am asked why Sullivan gave the $25,-
000. Mr. LANGER has testified why he 
gave it. Mr. LANGER told Sullivan that 
he had this stock, and that he had so 
much confidence in Lemke he would like 
to sell it to him at par. Mr. LANGER at 

that time was in serious financial condi
tion, he has said, though the records 
show that during that month he had sold 
$56,800 worth of land to another man. 
He said he was in bad condition, but 
these two transactions, from which the 
Governor of North Dakota obtained 
$25,000 in one and $56,800 in the other, 
in all $81,800, were within 16 days of 
each other. He was hungry for money · 
about that time, and he got it. 

As I have said, he did not deliver any
thing for the $25,000, and therefore he 
committed no crime. He never has de
livered anything for it; he never has de
livered a share of stock, and never has 
communicated with the company telling 
them that a share of that stock belongs 
to Sullivan, the ·so-called purchaser, who 
gave the $25,000. I do not know when 
the idea that the money was for the 
stock was developed. Senator LANGER 
says a contract was written then. I do 
not know. I do not know whether he had 
any stock then or not. . 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. Throughout the hear

ings and some of the arguments upon 
the floor of the Senate an attempt has 
been made to show that Sullivan pur
chased this stock for speculative reasons. 
The evidence shows that Sullivan had 
speculated at one time in land in Florida. 
Does the Senator know of anyone buying · 
stock for speculative purposes, and pay
ing par value for it when at the time it 
was the common knowledge that the 
stock was practically worthless? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I have never known 
of such a thing. That, again, may be a 
matter of geography. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. MURDOCK. In the statement 

made by the Senator from Delaware, and 
in that made by the Senate~ from Illi
nois, are they not absolutely disregard
ing the testimony of Sullivan himself? 

Mr. TUNNELL. One of the criminals; 
yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. What is that? 
Mr. TUNNELL. One of the criminals 

in the case, the man who offered the 
bribe. 

Mr. MURDOCK. He is not in jail; so 
far as I know, he has never been accused 
of crime. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I am told it is pretty 
had to put Senator LANGER's friends in 
jail in North Dakota. 

Mr. MURDOCK. It was not very 
hard, was it, to get a conviction against 
Senator LANGER? It was not very hard to 
have the Supreme ColJrt of North Dakota 
oust htm as Governor. 

Mr. TUNNELL. There did not seem 
to be much trouble in causing that con
viction to be set aside. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the Senator 
imply that the circuit court of appeals 
was crooked. in reversing the case? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I am not implying 
anything. I have not gone into that. 
The Senator from North Dakota was the 
respondent. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator has not 
iOne into that; he has not gone into 



1942 CONGRE8SIONAL RECORD-SENATE 2847 
Sullivan's testimony, but I think the Sen
ator wants to convict Senator LANGER, 
not on the evidence--

Mr. TUNNELL. I am not going to 
yield for a speech by the Senator who has 
already tal{en a week of the Senate's 
time giving his views. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator further yield for one observa
tion? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I should like to make a · 

further observation for the RECORD, in 
view of the question raised by the able 
Senator from Utah. 

Jim Mulloy, before he testified before 
the committee, went to see a lawYer in 
North Dakota to ascertain whether the 
statute of limitations had run against all 
the criminal violations of which he had 
been guilty over a series of years while 
he was with the -respondent. 

Mr. TUNNELL. That is correct. 
Mr. LUCAS. He was advised by his 

lawyer friend that the statute of limita
tions had run against these crimes he 
had committed, and then it was that he 
took the chance to tell what he knew 
about the situation in North Dakota. 
So, if the statute of limitations had run 
against the criminal acts of Jim Mulloy 
in North Dakota, the statute of limita
tions has run against the actions of every 
other individual who has been an acces
sory to these crimes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 

CHANDLER in the chair) . Does the Sena
tor from Delaware yield to the Senator 
from Utah? 

Mr. TUNNELL. Not for a speech. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Delaware yields for a question. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I was very generous 

in yielding. 
Mr. TUNNELL. The Senator never 

yielded to me, because I never asked him 
to do so. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator did not 
ask me, and if he does not wish to have 
me ask him a question, I shall not do so; 
but I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to the fact, if I may, 

, that it is on the testimony principally of 
Jim Mulloy that he is asking that Sen
ator LANGER be convicted. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Is that a question? 
Mr. LUCAS. The only reply I desire to 

make to the Senator from Utah is that 
Jim Mulloy was the greatest friend Sen
ator LANGER had in North Dakota during 
all the trials and the troubles he had. 
Jim Mulloy is a self-confessed perjurer 
and criminal. He so admitted before the 
committee. However, it is significant 
that the man who made that confession 
was secretary of the industrial commis
sion under Governor LANGER. He was his 
campaign manager when Senator LANGER 
was running for Governor. He is the 
same individual who befriended Sena
tor LANGER throughout all his trials. 
Mulloy did all the dirty work in connec
tion with the conspiracy and perjury 
trials. He traveled far and near to pro
tect Governor LANGER. He was a friend 
in need at that particular t ime. But he 
now admits that he is a criminal, as the 
result of the very things he did in con
nection with those cases. He admits that 

before the committee. He admits that 
the statute of limitations has ruri against 
the crimes he committed in connection 
with those cases. So I say again that the 
statute of limitations has run against the 
deeds of everyone else who had anything 
to do with the bribery, ch!canery, the 
fraud, and the outrages which were com
mitted in North Dakota. Therefore it 
makes no difference what anyone says 
about prosecutions in North Dakota. The 
people could not prosecute if they wanted 
to. Until the committee investigators 
went into North Dakota, no one knew 
about the so-called bribery charge we are 
now discussing. 

Oh, if it was such an ethical thing, if it 
was something on the up and up, why did 
not someone at soJne time, somewhere, 
since then come forward and give the in
formation to the people of North Dakota? 
That was never done. All those con
cerned remained as silent as the tomb 
upon this very important matter. Every
one knows that, and the Senator from 
Utah will not deny the fact that nowhere 
in the· record was it stated by any wit
ness that anyone in North Dakota knew 
anything about this bribery transaction· 
involving $525. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I wish to make a 

brief observation with reference to what 
the Senator from Illinois has said 
about me. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Very well. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Let me say, first, 

that Senator LANGER is not the first man 
who has had his friends betray him and 
try to destroy him. 

As to whether the people of North 
Dakota knew about the Wyman transac
tion, if there is nothing in the record on 
the subject, then I ask the distinguished 
Senator and lawyer from Illinois whether 
~he presumption should not be indulged 
in behalf of Senator LANGER instead of 
against him. 

Mr. LUCAS. The only answer I shall 
make, if the Senator from Delaware will 
pardon me for one further observation, 
is that during the debate the point has 
been made time and time again that the 
people of North Dakota having passed 
upon all these issues, therefore the Sen
ate of the United States should .accept 
the verdict of the people of North Da
kota as final. We should accept the am
bassador they have sent here. 

One of the things which influenced the 
committee, which sat tor weeks and 
months in attempting to analyze the evi
dence in such a way that we could prop
erly present it to the Senate, was the very 
fact that the people of North Dakota 
knew nothing about . this particular 
transaction; it was never brought out 
in any campaign; it was never discussed 

. with the people of North Dakota; it was 
never passed on in any election. When 

· we are dealing with the courts of this 
country, I am led to say that if there is 
one thing I have had respect for through
out my life, it has been the judiciary. I 
have been raised in a section of the coun
try where the courts have always been 
honest. I have more respect for the ju
diciary than for any other br_anch of the 

Government. When I see what was at
tempted in this case in the effort to influ
ence the court, I am shocked. Some 
Members of the Senate have openly ex
pressed themselves as being shocked at a 
statement or two in the majority report. 
But this Wyman transaction to some ap
parently is as pure and undefiled as a 
new-born babe. 

I cannot see how the independent 
thinking Members of a great legislative 
body such as the Senate can condone 
the conduct of the respondent on a con
sideration and analysis ..of the record in 
the Wyman matter alone, if they are to 
uphold the integrity, the honor, and the 
dignity of this historic body. Mr. Presi
dent, I speak not for myself, not for any 
Member of the Senate, but for the pres
ervation of the rights and the security 
of this great Nation of ours in the future. 
Read the record, my fellow colleagues. 
There is not a single thing in the record 
of this proceeding from beginning to end 
that does not show disrespect for law 
and order. 

Oh, yes; we were chided in the begin
ning because we dared to put in a few of 
the things that happened in the early 
career of this man; but, Mr. President, 
those things showed the pattern, the 
characteristics of this man from the be
ginning. That is the reason the com
mittee thought it necessary to place in 
the record those strong-arm tactics of 
the respondent. That testimony fell 
from the lips of the Senator from North 
Dakota voluntarily. No one asked him 
for it. We did not depend upon that to 
convict. This early despotism showed 
the beginning of the pattern which we 
developed day after day, month after 
month, · in listening to this· testimony, 
until it wound up in the Wyman case, 
the land-bond deals, and the Mexican 
land -stock transactions. 

Mr. President, this record reeks with 
acts involving morai turpitude from the 
beginning to end. Head and analyze the 
testimony, as 13 members of the com
mittee did over a long period of time. 
Obviously I would not condemn any Sen
ator for making a decision different from 
mine. I accord to my distinguished col
leagues the same privilege which is mine, 
but to me, Mr. President, it is appalling, 
knowing the record as I do, to contem
plate what some Senators are going to 
do in this case. 

Mr. President, I wonder and I marvel 
sometimes. how· great questions are de
cided in a democracy. Some whim, some 
prejudice, or something having nothing 
to do with the facts helps make the final 
decision for many people. 

Mr. President, the Senate of the United 
States has always been considered a great 
deliberative body by the entire world. 
Since I was a boy studying history out in 
the Douglas-Lincoln country I have al
ways looked with pride and jealousy_ upon 
the symbol that the United States Senate 
represents. .Candidly speaking, those 
early impressions are sometimes dis
turbed. They are being slightly jarred 
in what I believe to be a case that may 
mean a turning point in the pages of 
American history. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
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Mr. TUNNELL. I am becoming quite 
tired of yielding, but I yield again. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The point I wanted 
to make again for the benefit of the Sen
ator from Illinois, who has just left the 
floor, and for the benefit of the Senator 
from Delaware, is this: The Senator him
self says there is no evidence in the 
record on the question of whether the 
people of North Dakota knew of the 
Wyman case at the time of the election. 
I agree with him that there is no such 
evidence in the record, but I make the 
further statement that if there is nothing 
in the record upon which he bases his 
conclusions, then certainly unde-r the law 
of the United States the presumption of 
innocence must be indulged in behalf of 
Senator LANGER. On that point, and 
every other which the committee failed 
to look at---

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, I de-
cline to yield further. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CHANDLER in the chair). The Senator 
from Delaware declines to yield further. 

Mr. TUNNELL. The Senator knows it 
was admitted from the start that there 
was nothing known to the people of 
North Dakota with reference to the Wy
man transaction. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not know of any 
-such admission. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I refuse to yield fur
ther. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Delaware declines to yield. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Very well. 
Mr. TUNNELL. We can argue and 

equivocate on that point all today, and 
we would not change the result. 

I shall continue to read from Mr. Mur
phy's statement: 

Mr. Sullivan has testified here why he gave 
it. I can't testify. I wasn't there. 

Now, you have evidence here by Mr. Lemke 
that in 1937 that Ian& was worthless, and 
yet you have his affidavit here which he 
files with the commission formally, under 
oath, in which he states that it is worth so 
much money, some $900,000 for the portion 
of it only that has been expropriated by the 
Mexican Government, although the testi
mony shows that the company is still func
tioning, they still have a manager down there, 
and that there is a great deal of valuable 
land still in their possession. 

Now, Mr. Sullivan tells why he gave it. 
He tells you about. his speculative character, 
and that he has speculated other places-
Florida, I think, and Alabama or Tennessee 
or some other State-and that in discussing 
it with Mr. LANGER, and with his wife, who 
had been the secretar¥ for many years to Mr. 
Lemke, he thought it was a good gamble. 
Well, of course, LANGER would be glad to sell 
it to him, because the testimony showed 
that at that particular time he was certainly 
terribly hard up, as a result .of these perse
cutions. 

I do not know whether it was the result 
of persecution, or what it was, but I do 
know that Governor LANGER should have 
been getting in thoroughly good financial 
condition, since this was the second of 
two transactions in the same month, 
aggregating over $80,000, for stock he had 
sold. 

These people were not buying land; 
they were not buying bonds; they were 
buying a Governor, or they thought. they 
were. They say they did not get him. 

It is said that he did not deliver, and that 
therefore there is no question of moral 
turpitude involved. That is the only 
answer made to this charge. There is 
no denial that $25,000 was paid. Mr. 
LANGER does not deny it. Sullivan does 
not deny it.. Sullivan says he paid it. 
Mr. LANGER says he received the money. 
He tells the Senate what he did with it, 
but he fails to show what he gave in re
turn for it. He fails to show that the 
stock had a cent's worth of value at that 
time, after it was shown by the president 
of the company that it was worth 
nothing. 

Mr. President, our friend the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. MuRDOCK] attempts to 
tell us that we are depending on the 
testimony of Mulloy. We are not de- -
pending on the testimony of Mulloy with 
respect to these deals. Sullivan and 
LANGER are the two persons upon whom 
we rely for the facts with respect to the 
$25,000 deal. Governor LANGER delivered 
nothing-not even the worthless stock
in return for the money he received. 
Remember, Mr. LANGER went to Sullivan 
and suggested this deal, and Sullivan paid 
him the money, and took neither certifi
cates, nor deeds, nor anything else. He 
has not yet asked for anything of that 
sort. That deal was made in 1937, near
ly 5 years ago. 

Mr. President, a Senator made the 
suggestion that the desk of Mr. LANGER 
had been broken into and the stock 
stolen. I do not know whether that is 
correct. I have not been able to find 
such a statement in the testimony. I 
found a statement which contained the 
suggestion that the desk of Senator 
LANGER had been broken into at some 
time, but nowhere do I find that anyone 
said that the stock was 'Stolen, and I do 
not think that even Senator LANGER so 
stated. It is not sufficiently material for 
us to waste any time upon whether that 
stock, 30 years old, of no value then or 
now, was stolen. I do not know who· 
would want to steal it. I think a thief 
who would steal that stock could get a 
premium on himself, not on the stock, 
from anyone who would take it. 

Mr. President, we hav-e before us the 
case of a railroad company whose taxes 
in North Dakota amounted to more than 
a million dollars a year. Its attorney, 
whose business it was to look after its 
interests in State tax matters, paid the 
Governor $25,000, distributed over the 
period when the Governor was in posi
tion to be of benefit to the company as 
to taxes. There we have sufficient evi
dence of dishonesty on the part of both 
the corporation and the Governor to 
require no further proof as to the inten
tion of the parties. 

The Senator from Utah asked me a few 
minutes ago if I intended to question the 
judgment of the court. I shall not ques
tion the action of the court. I say it was 
very easy to get a reversal of the decision 
made by Judge Miller. After the first 
trial, the case again came up for trial, 
and at that time there were 10 jurors 
out of 12 who thought that Senator 
LANGER was guilty and who so decided. 
By the time, however, the third and 
fourth cases were reached, the Governor 
had his machinery working, and there 

was no question about a conviction. A 
conviction could not be obtained even at 
the second trial. He had his man there, 
who had been reported to him as being 
all right. That man was on the jury, 
and he remained on the jury, and the 
Governor thanked him for taking the 
position he did. Not only did he thank 
him but he was paid $950 in cash. 

Let us consider the last one of these 
very serious charges, n.nd that is the one 
with respect to the sale of land at or near 
Bismarck. Oh, it may be said, the·bonds 
are involved in that (leal. The bonds are 
perhaps involved in it, but, to my mind, 
the sale of the land very largely affected 
the sale of bonds in which Brunk and 
Brewer were interested. Senator LANGER 
received $56,800 from a poor man. That 
man says in the record he was not a 
wealthy man, and is not yet, but he gave 
$56,800 to the Governor; and he gave it 
right along as the profits came to liim 

· from the deal which he was able to make 
through Senator LANGER. 

Senator LANGER had this property in 
Api:il 1937. Experts were brought before 
the committee. I know that those who 
are supporting the claimant say that we 
cannot rely on experts. Those experts 
said that the value was not more than 
about $5,600. Why was not someone who 
was not an expert brought before the 
committee to contradict that testimony? 
If experts are not reliable, why did not 
the supporters of Governor LANGER have 
real-estate agents from Bismarck come 
before the committee and testify that the 
land was worth $56,800 at the time Sena
tor LANGER sold it, and that it was worth · 
the $25,000 of mortgages on it, in addition 
to the unpaid taxes against it at that 
time? There were obligations against the 
land of more than $80,000; and when the 
experts examined it they said that the 
equity in the land was worth not more 
than $5,000 or $6,000. Never was there 
a more beautiful chance for a defense 
than was given to Senator LANGER, if he 
had any defense-which he had not. 

If experts are so unreliable, why did he 
not show by ordinary, average citizens of 
North Dakota that the land was worth 
more than $5,600, which was the valua
tion the experts placed upon it, and 
that it was worth $56,800? He could not 
do so. He could not find anybody in 
North Dakota who would swear to that 
kind of a lie, because it would be known 
everywhere that it was a lie. He could 
not obtain such proof. Although the op
portunity lay before him throughout the 
whole hearing, he did not avail himself 
of it. 

We are told that Brunk said that he 
was a great philanthropist. Philanthro
pists at the rate of $56,800 in the case of 
a man who is not wealthy are pretty 
scarce, and they should be put in asy
lums. 

However, Brunk told us that he. had 
had some experiences in other States 
where he had not paid, and when he 
went into North Dakota he made up his 
mind that he would begin by paying. He 
began at the top, with the Governor, who 
was in control of the taxing power, the 
selling power, and the investment power. 
He was in control of. the activities of the 
Bank of North Dakota in buying or re-
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fusing to buy various bonds. It is said 
that he did not exercise such control. 
Again, according to his friends, he took 
the money but failed to deliver. He took 
the $56,800. I have heard no Senator 
say that he wou!d have done the same 
thing. I have heard no Senator say that 
such action was ethical, or that it was 
not crimin~I to accept money if the pur
pose for which it was given was what 
plain, common, ordinary horse sense tells 
us it was. 

This is the statement of Governor 
LANGER, from p~ge 605 of the record: 

So I had this property in 1937 and that 
is about the time that I described to you that 
I was talklng to Mr. Brunk about getting 
money to keep financing the Nonpartisan 
League. So, when I was talking to Mr . . Sul
livan down there in Chicago one day, in his 
office, we got into an argument about Mr. 
Lemke, and he was telling me about his 
_honesty and fairness and so forth. 

This statement is entirely with refer
ence to the stock deal, but I shall read 
it through because I intended that it 
should be in ·he RECORD: 

He was telling me about his honesty and 
fairness, and so forth, and finally I spoke 
up and said if he was so confident in Mr. 
Lemke's business ability and all that sort 
of thin3, I had some stock a long time that 
I was perfectly willing to sell at $25.000. 

He had had the stock a long time, and 
it never paid a cent of cash dividends in 
that time. 

And the upshot of it was that, after some 
talk, we drew up a contract on the 27th of 
May 1937, by which Mr. Sullivan bought 
$25,000 worth of land, that land. I might 
add that Mr. Sullivan is well fixed. He had 
donated money to the campaign funds in 
North Dakota and later had donated $4.000 
tn cash to Senator NYE's campaign, and he 
was in that shape financially. 

On page 609 the following appears: 
There is one thing that I should mention, 

and that is when I got hard up_ I borrowed 
money on my life insurance, and it seems that 
a lot of people in North Dakota thought that 
I had a lot '"lf money because the fact got out 
that I had at one time $100,000 in life insur
ance which I had accumulated over a period of 
years, and part of which was paid up, and 
the papers came out and pointed out the 
fact that here was a man who held $100,000 
worth of life insurance, and practically all of 
that was taken out and a good part was paid 
up before I became Governor; and the result 
was that, because of the publicity, the news
papers played the thing up, much to my dis
advantage. 

You gentlemen know just what you are up 
against: One man will come to you and bor
row $25 or $50 or $75, and other people will 
·come around and want to borrow various 
sums and have investments that they want 
you to make; and the result was that I was 
in pretty desperate shape; and I mentioned 
it to Mr. Sullivan, and he knew the shape I 
was in; I had told him about it just as I had 
told Gregory Brunk; and I had the life-in
surance policies with the Northwestern Mu
tual Life Insurance Co. pledged, had bor
rowed as much as I could; and, as I say, some 
of that money was payable, and when he 
gave me that money one of the first things I 
did was to get the life-insurance policies out 
of hock; and I told him, "I will give you one
half interest in what I have, which is a lit
tle more than $25,000," and he gave me a 
check for twelve-thousand-and-some dol
·Iars, and I took that check and promptly 
sent it to the life-insurance company, be
cause I didn't know the a~ount of interest 

that had accumulated, and they sent me 
back a check for four-thousand-and-some
odd dollars difference. 

The reason for that explanation 
seemed to be that Senator LANGER, when 
he received the check for twelve-thou
sand-odd dollars, instead of depositing 
it in his home bank, sent it to the city 
where his insurance company was-!ocated 
and had them send him a check, so there 
was no way by which the people at home 
could know what the Governor was doing 
at that time. 

The transaction with Sullivan took 
place on May 27, 1937, as shown by the 
following questions and answers in the 
record at pages 701 and 702: 

:Mr. BURKE. Was that during the year 1937? 
S:mator LANGER. I think so; in 1937. 
Mr. BURKE. You think it was--! wanted to 

get that definitely. 
When did you first talk to Mr. Sullivan 

about your Land Finance Co. stoclt? 
Senator LANGER. In May 1937. 
Mr. BURKE. A:t or about the time the agree-

ment was signed? -
Senator LANGER. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. The same day; May 27? 
Senator LANGER. That is my recollection. 
Mr. BURKE. Where was that conversation 

held? · 
Senator LANGER. In Chicago, in his law 

office. 

In other words, Senator LANGER had 
gone to Sullivan's office. Sullivan had 
not gone to the Governor to offer him 
$25,000. Senator LANGER went to Sulli
van's office, and this conversation took 
place on the same day the contract was 
drawn up to sell Sullivan-as Senator 
LANGER says-$25,000 worth of stock. 

Continuing: 
Mr. BURKE. You were at that time Gov

ernor of North Dakota? 
Senator LANGER. Yes. 
Mr. BuRKE. But you were in Chicago for 

some reason, and you called on Mr. Sullivan, 
and this agreement resulted? 

S:mator LANGER. I think I can tell you why 
I was there: 

In 1937 I employed John Sullivan, his firm, 
in connection with some school trouble we 
had at the agricultural college--! don't know 
whether it was before that time or after that 
time. 

Mr. BURKE. That is not material-you were 
in his office? 

Senator LANGER. Yes. 
Mr. BuRKE. And this matter of Mr. Lemke 

came up, and you said you had this talk, 
and as a result of the convero:fation Mr. Su~li
van said that he would like to buy $25,000 
worth of the stock at par? 

Senator LANGER. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE. "md your being in his law office, 

you had that agreement drawn right there 
at that time; is that right? 

Senator LANGER. I could not say as to that, 
but that is my best recollection; I think it 
was drawn right there. · 

Everyone who knew anything about 
the transaction or who listened to the 
testimony knows that the stock was 
worthless. The statement by the presi
dent of the company is that the stock 
was worthless. Sullivan did not give 
$25,000 at par for stock which he could 
have obtained for practically nothing. 
It had no commercial value. Senator 
LANGER admits that to be so. 

So far as the record shows, when Sulli
van was lied upon by Governor LANGER, 
without any delay or investigation, on 
the same evening, Sullivan signed a con-

tract to pay for stock which was then 
and now is without merchantable value, 
and which I am reliably informed can be 
bought for very little. 

Now let us come to the testimony with 
reference 'to the land deal. Brunk was 
working with a man by the name of 
Brewer. They had made a "killing" in 
dealing with New York and other cities 
with reference to the bonds of North 
Dakota. Brunk testified that he made 
more money in 1937 and 1938, during the 
2 years of Governor LANGER's occup·ancy 
of the office of Governor, than he ever 
made before in his life. 

I desire to remind the Senate that all 
the payments which were made to Gov-

. ernor LANGER were practically in the pro
portion of 25 percent of the profits made 
on the various deals which Brunk was 
enabled to bring about in North Dakota. 

The chairman asked the following 
qu2stion of Mr. Brunk: · 

The CHAmMAN. • • • Now, what time 
was it that you made this transaction for the 
purchase of the land? 

Mr. BRUNK. The first transaction was on 
the 11th day of May, 1937. 

The stock deal was on the 27th day of 
May 1937. 

The testimony continues, as follows: 
The CHAIRMAN. And what was that? 
Mr. BRUNK. This was a transaction the 

original document of which from my files 
appears as committee exhibit No. 4, and it 
was the sale of sections 9, 11, and 15, in 
township 139 north, range 71 west, Kidder 
County, N. Dak. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was that the date that the. 
man from your company went to North Da
kota and made the deal? 

Mr. BRUNK. That is right: 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, before that, when did 

you first have a conversation with Senator 
LANGER about the transaction? 

Mr. BRUNK. I do not know, In going through 
my files, whether 1· ran through any dates. 

The CHAmMAN. Just- give us your best 
recollection. 

Mr. BRUNK. A month or so before, I would 
think. 

He said he sent his man down and told 
him to do what the Governor said with 
reference to the purchase of the $56,800 
worth of land-a purchase by a poor man. 

Leaving out of consideration the fraud 
connected with the sale of the bonds in 
the State of North Dakota, which was· 
gone into so fully by the Senator from 
Dlinois, let us consider the transaction of 
the purchase of the land just referred to 

. by Brunk. This is very well described on 
pages 822 and 823 of the record in the 
argument of G. R. McGuire on the part 
of the petitioners: 

During the exact period that Brewer was 
making this $300,000 in profits-

That is what the firm made in profits 
in dealing in North Dakota bonds in 1937 
and 1938, approximately $300,000-
his partner, Mr. Brunk, was paying Mr. 
LANGER $56,800, ostensibly for land. The ap
praisers say respondent's equity was worth 
one-tenth of that amount. It is interesting 
to note that the first substantial sale of 
county bonds, made by Brewer to State agen
cies in 1937 was in April. 

They made the first substantial sale in 
April 1937, and made the purchase in 
May 1937, the next month. 

Mr. McGuire's argument continues. as 
follows: 
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The first land contract is dated May 11, but 

Mr. Brunk says his oral negotiation with Mr. 
LANGER was a month earlier {transcript of No
vember 17, 1941). Hence these negotiations 
bear remarkable relation in point of time with 
the April bond sale. The tabulation of Brewer 
profits and the payments to Mr. LANGER ap
pearing in volume 10 at pages 1706-1709 show 
an equally remarkable relation. Mr. Brunk 
tried to show that errors had been made, but 
there are none of any substantial nature. 
Certain items of profits in the earlier months 
of 1937 are omitted from the tabulation be
cause there is nothing in the record to show 
that these sales were made to State. agencies. 
Likewise the profits from the sale of certain 
municipal bonds are omitted for the same 
reas:m. Two things remain outstanding: The 
payments to Mr. LANGER in 1937 are equal to 
almost exactly 25 percent of the Brewer 
profits on county bond deals; and when the 
payments fell substantially below that figure 
in S:::ptem ber the insurance commissioner 
was promptly refused permission to purchase 
$50,000 of Hettinger County bonds from 
Brewer. 

The halter was pulled on Brewer imme
diately when business-by way of money 
being paid to Senator LANGER-began to 
fall cff. 

Mr. McGuire's argument continues: 
Very little busines: is registered by Brewer 

until November An1 now we have the coin
cidimce that on November 15 Brunk entered 
into 'two more contracts to purchase land 
from respondent for something over $32,000 
and within a few days he paid respondent 
$9,000 and simultaneo':J.sly Brewer resumed 
making very substantial profits from sales 
of county bonds to the State. 

Brunk admitS buying this land practically 
Sight unseen, letting Mr. LANGER fiX his own 
price. He admits paying for it in full when 
there were incumbrances against it exceed
ing $20,000 which he :::!aims respondent had 
agreed to pay. Brunk says that Mr. LANGER 
or himself has until DecP.mber 1 to clear the 
title by paying taxe» but surely he does not 
have until December 1 to clear the title to 
the Bert Smith land where title has already 
passed to the State on mortgage foreclosure, 
nor to clear title tu the land in Morton 
County which has already gone .to a tax deed. 
Mr. Brunk admits the transaction cannot be 
considered a good-faith purchase on any 
rational basis. He says he did it because he 
wanted to help respondent. It is truly re
markable how those who were profiting from 
their contacts with the State administration 
wanted to help respondent. Not only was the 
respondent, as Governor in control of the 
Bank of North Dakc..ta but he was in control 
of the State industrial commission which had 
control over the bond purchases for toth the 
bank and the State agencies. The respond
·ent has so stated in a book entitled "The Non
partisan League" written by the respondent 
and from which the chairman quoted at the 
hearings. 

The facts of this case were elicited from 
Brunk, principa11y t,y the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. MuRDOCK], as shown by testi
mony on pages 786, '!87, and 788. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. MuR
DOCK] devoted a great deal of time in 
an attempt to prove that we cannot ex
clude a man from the Senate because of 
what he d id before the time of his e~ec
tion. However, at the hearings the S en
ator from Utah was the on~ who, per
haps more than any other, devoted much 
time and attention to proving acts in
volving moral turpitude on the part of 
Senator LANGER in conjunction with Mr. 
B runk. 

The testimony, which begins at page 
'186, is as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. Any other questions to Mr. 
Brunk? 

Senator MURDOCK. I would like to ask this 
question. 

Mr. BRUNK. All right, sir. 
Senator MURDOCK. You say, as a land trans

action, you think that the transaction be
tween you and Senator LANGER is very irra
tional; is that right? 

Mr. BauNK. Yes; I do. I do not think any 
businessman would approve of any part of it. 

Senator MURDOCK. I agree thoroughly with 
you. If your Scotch wife has a little trouble 
understanding it, you would not blame the 
Senators here if they did not? 

Mr. Brunk had said that his Scotch 
wife could not understand the transac
tion. But he said more than that; he 
said that his partner Brewer was horri
fied when he found out that he had 
agreed to pay $56,800 to Senator LANGER. 
He said his partner was horrified. His 
partner had some idea of moral turpitude, 
I take it. 

Mr. Brunk's reply is as follows-and 
he was speaking of his wife: 

Mr. BRUNK. No; she agrees with all of you. 
Senator MURDOCK. Now, if a group of men 

were looking for something to cover up, if 
they were doing a job that needed covering 
up, is it not quite rational for them to· reach. 
out and bring in a land deal such as you 
gentlemen did in this case? 

Mr. BRUNK. Well--
Senator MURDOCK ('interposing). Is not that 

the very thing that they would do if they 
had something to cover up, is to reach out 
in all directions and see what they could do 
to cover up, and is that not exactly what you 
hav.e done in this ease? 

What was it? It was a cover-up. The 
Senator from Utah [Mr. MuRDOCK] asked 
if that was not the very thing that they 
had done. 

Mr. BRUNK. No; that is not exactly what I 
did. I might have followed a formula with 
you, as rational men, would · have done if 
you had the one motive of trying to cover it 
up, but that is not what I did. 

Senator MURDOCK. I will agree with you 
thoroughly that as a business transaction it 
cannot be explained on any rational basis, 
but as a cover-up transaction it seems to me 
that is just exactly the type of thing that 
you could reach out and cover up with. 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, would you believe that 
it would be rational under those circum
stances to pick a corporation that the secre
tary · of state's office in Iowa showed to be
long to me and to be used by me in many 
other transactions? 

Senator MURDOCK. Yes; after listening to 
you here on the witness stand I can very 
well conceive you can do that very thing. I 
can al~:;o conceive, after· listening to you on 
the witness stand, that you would handle a 
transaction by check instead of cash. 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, I did. 
Senator MURDOCK. What is irrational as a 

business deal, if all the details are not 
thought out, it may even be irrational as a 
cover-up scheme. That is the picture that 
I got. 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, I am aware that the peti
tioners have that picture, and I am quite 
aware that many of my fellow townsmen at 
home would have that picture, but that is 
not my picture. 

Senator MURDOCK. The thing we are trying 
to get at--you say it is irrational as a busi
ness deal. Now, I say that as a cover-up 
thing is it not the very thing that you would 
do? I would like to have your explanation 
on that. 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, in the first lace, I did 
not think those county-bond transactions 
involved the Governor's vote. I thought this 
thing was in momentum. 

Senator MURDOCK. You told us early in 
. your testimony that you found out in han
dling deals similar to this that you had to 
get the opposition out of the way, you had 
to buy them off, you had to do something 
for them, and as the result of your having 
failed to do that you lost a big deal. 

Mr. BRUNK. That is right. 

He was not going to lose this one. 
Senator MuRDOCK. You had learned your 

lesson? 
Mr. BRUNK. But that official was not a 

public official. 

The one who had to be bought off for 
was not a public official, ·Brunk said: 

Senator MuRDOCK. You said you had 
learned your lesson when you came into the 
North Dakota deal. 

Mr. BRUNK. The South Dakota deal, par
don me. 

Senator MURDOCK. You. knew Governor 
LANGER was one of the directors of the State 
Bank of North Dakota? _ 

Mr. BRUNK. Yes; wt I certainly did not 
consider him then, nor now, as opposition. 

I presume he could get everyone e:trse 
to agree that Senator LANGER was not "op
position"-not after he got $56,800, any
way. 

Senator MURDocK. You knew he was a di
rector, did you not?. 

Mr. BRUNK. I knew he was Governor. 
Senator MURDOCK. You knew if he was 

opposed to this transaction, which meant a 
profit from counties that could not afford 
to pay it to bond brokers, that you wou:d 
have to get him out of the way to put it 
over, under your own theory; is that not 
true? · 

Mr. BRUNK. No; that is not true, and that 
had no part in the decision of this matter. 

Senator MURDOCK. I know that that is what 
you say, but under your theory, if there had 
been opposition, and if there was opposition 
from the men handling the Bank of North 
Dakota, then under your theory you would 
have to get them out ·of the way, would you 
not? 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, let us not--
Senator MuRDOCK {interposing). That can 

be answered either "Yes" or "No," can it not? 
Mr. BRUNK. Well, there was no opposition, 

and I did not think, through reasoning proc
esses, that there would be demonstrated op
position. I did not believe it, and the state
ment of the deposits in the Brewer Co. indi
cates that the county deals were already in 
process before a single land contract was 
signed. I do not know whether it was de
liberate to eliminate the three or four items 
that came in January of 1937 from this deal, 
and the one of Aprn 7. There were many 
county transactions, I listed them here, four 
anyway, with this orle of May 7, of April 7 , 
here and of April 30 here, which total $14,000 
here before a land contract was signed. These 
were in process of being done. There was no 
opposition. This was an accepted thing. 

Senator MURDOCK. Yes; I can readily con
ceive of that, but before any checks were de
livered to Senator LANGER the land trans
action was consummated, according to you. 

l\1r. BRUNK. That is right. I think the first 
check was May 11, 1937. 

So, at the time of the Sullivan deal, 
he had already sold the land and -had 
gotten a check. The Sullivan deal was 
on May 27. 

Senator MURDOCK. And the point that I am 
trying to make is that just this type of trans
action would be the kind of cover-up trans
action you would be looking for. 

Mr. BRUNK. Pardon me, Senator. I think 
you are making the argument to me. I do 
not agree with those premises. The first 
check to him was dated the same day as the 
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first contract, May 11, and possession was 
taken that day. 

Senator MURDOCK. Yes; I can see that. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Delaware yield to the Sen
ator from Michigan? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Noting the ab

sence of 88 of the 96 "jurors," I suggest 
the · absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken Glass Pepper 
Austin Green Radcliffe 
Bailey Guffey Reed 
Bankhead Gurney Reynolds 
Barbour Hayden . Rosier 
Bilbo Hill Russell 
Bone Holman Schwartz 
Brewster Hughes Shipstead 
Brown Johnson, Calif. Smathers 
Bulow · Johnson, Colo. Smith 
Burton Langer Spencer 
Butler Lee Stewart 
Byrd Lucas Taft 
Capper McCarran Thomas, Idaho 
Caraway McFarland Thomas, Okla. 
Chandler McKellar Thomas, Utah 
Chavez McNary Tobey 
Clark, Idaho Maloney Truman 
Clark, Mo. Maybank Tunnell 
Connally Mead Tydings 
Danaher Millikin Vandenberg 
Davis Murdock Van Nuys 
Doxey Murray Wagner 
Ellender Nye Wheeler 
George O'Daniel ·White 
Gerry O'Mahoney Wiley 
Gillette . Overton Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty
one Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, when 
the suggestion of the absence of a 
quorum was made I was reading from the 
colloquy between Mr. Brunk and the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. MURDOCK]. 

Mr. BRUNK. Maybe that is the way you 
cover up things, to send your man out to 
take possession of land that is as well known 
as the Langer land. I do not know. Maybe 
that is it, but I do not think so. 

Senator MURDOCK. If you wanted to make 
the real-estate deal look genuine, that is ex
actly what you would do, is it not? 

Mr BRuNK. Well, it is genuine. I had 
$2,300 or $2,400 off of tt this year, which indi
cates some genuineness to it. 

Senator MuRDOCK. That is all I . have, I 
believe . 

Senator TuNNELL. I would like to ask one 
or two questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator TUNNELL. 
Senator TuNNELL. I understood you to say 

that you took this land over, did you? 
Mr. BRUNK. I own all of the Realty Holding 

co. 
Senator TuNNELL. Why did you use the 

expression "horrified" with reference to Mr. 
Brewer? Why was he horrified? 

Mr. BRUNK. Because he could see very 
promptly what you rational people see here. 

Senator TuNNELL. He thought it looked 
crooked? 

Mr. BRUNK He thought it would appear to 
be bad, and he had not been dealing that 
way. 

That is very illuminating when we 
consider that the man himself says that 
his conduct was irrational. He says that 
his conduct was irrational · from any 
business standpoint. He says that his 
wife has never been able to understand 

it. His partner was horrified. Horrified 
at what? Horrified at his giving the 
Governor of North Dakota $56,800. Yet 
we are told that there is nothing of which 
the Senate should take notice, when the 
very persons most intimately connected 
with Brunk· were wondering what it 
meant, or were horrified. 

I wish to mention another thing at this 
point. Brunk says that he derived $2,300 
or $2,400 from that land that year. If he 
obtained $2,300 or $2,400 from the land, 
that is not a large return on an invest
ment of more than $80,000. I do not 
know at what rate he was able to obtain 
money, but certainly interest and taxes 
would amount to something. He does 
not say that he received that much net, 
but he received that amount from the 
land that year. There is no denial of 
the fact that the land was heavily en
cumbered. 

Yesterday-or perhaps it was Friday
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE] discussed that subject in a 
very horrified way. He said that he was 
astounded when hf found out that ap
parently $2,300 or $2,400 gross receipts 
were obtained from that land. I think 
all the rest of us, especially those on the 
committee, were astounded, when the 
Senator made that statement without 
going into the question of how much 
profit there was, that he should be as
tounded at the committee. 

Various expressions of feeling have 
been uttered during this debate. A few 
days ago the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
MuRDOCK] was "surprised" at the Sena
tor from Illinois [Mr. LucAs]. Yester
day the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc
NARY] was "amazed" at the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I believe that was 
the word he used. The Senator from 
Wisconsin was "astounded." In this 
morning's newspaper I see the headline, 
"McNary blisters Green." I remember 
the so-called "blistering" attempt yes
terday. I saw the Senator from Rhode 
Island last night. He seemed to be all 
right standing up. Today I notice that 
he is all right sitting down. [Laughter.] 
So perhaps the "blistering" was not so 
bad. 

As I understand, the thing for which 
the Senator from Rhode Island was 
taken to task was this: A few days ago 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. MURDOCK] 
laid down the rule that nothing was to be 
introduced into the RECORD now. After 
he seemed to be surprised at something 
.which the Senator from Illinois said, the 
first person to violate his rule was the 
Senator from Utah himself. He read a 
newspaper article into the RECORD. 

The Senator from Oregon, not know
ing that a Senator favorable to Senator 
LANGER had been the first to violate the 
rule, became amazed at the very thought 
that the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections should have per
mitted an answer to go into the record. 
Being amazed is not so bad as being 
astounded. I think the Senator from 
Oregon was not so much amazed after he 
found out the history of this procedure, 
and that, as a matter of fact, the Senator 
from Utah had laid the foundation for 
just what happened 

I was somewhat interested in the state
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LA FoLLETTE] that he was astounded 
at the committee. As I listened to him 
I decided that the committee must have 
committed some criminal offense. I found 
out what it was. As I remember, the 
first thing which astounded the Senator 
was the fact that the committee had not 
said any more about the $2,300 or $2,400 
which had been received by Brunk from 
the land, as appears from the record, 
though the expenses in connection with 
the land do not appear in the record, 
and we never had that information. 

What seemed particularly to astound 
the Senator was the fact that the com
mittee had not obtained figures as to the 
value of land contiguous to the land 
which LANGER had sold to Brunk. Just 
what that had to do with the question 
I do not know, and I do not know why 
anybody should be astounded. The value 
of the land had been proved. It had 
been proved to be about 10 percent of 
what the Governor of North Dakota had 
obtained for it from the man who was 
making $300,000 out of deals with the 
government of North Dakota. In fact, 
he said he was getting so much money 
out of his deals in North Dakota that he 
decided to put some of it back. The trou
ble was that he did not put it back into 
the State treasury. He put it back into 
the pocket of the Governor, and that sort 
of a transaction has not yet been recog
nized as legitimate in most of the States. 
Apparently it was considered all right in 
North Dakota, but I have a notion that 
the people of North Dakota did not un
derstand all about these things. I have 
a notion that the people of North Da
kota are just as clear in their mental and 
moral perceptions as are the people of 
other States. I have a notion that the 
people of North Dakota are no worse 
than the people of other localities. I 
have a notion that the criminal element 
which tampers with juries and attempts 
to influence judges is no worsr in North 
Dakota than it is in some other States. 
I think it has been better organized in · 
North Dakota than-in most other States. 
I think it is a little more difficult to con
vict members of that organization. 

Do Senators remember the procedure 
when the Governor was about to be tried 
the second time? Letters were sent to 
almost every precinct in the State to 
stand by and to let him or his attorneys 
know about the jurors in the 2,200 pre
cincts in North Dakota . 

Apparently the replies were not all 
favorable, but one reply was. The mes
sage came back to the Governor, "Reich 
is all right." Reich was thanked by the 
Governor. He was one of the two who 
prevented a conviction. . The record 
shows that the Governor thanl~ed him. 
But that was hardly enough for a man 
who had done so much, so he was given 
$950 in cash by one of the person.. in
dicted with the Governor. Reich has not 
been heard from since. 

There are several little things which 
I intend to add to the record. I have 
said that Brunk was not a wealthy man, 
but the record shows it. On page '170, 
we find the following: 
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The CHAIRMAN. Were you a wealthy man 
then? 

Mr. BRUNK. No; not then, nor now. That 
is the chief complaint of my friends-that 
I do not wait until I get solvent before I do 
these things. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield before he proceeds to 
another point? 

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. The reason I ask the 

Senator to yield is in connection with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE] carrying on a debate some
time ago with respect to the yield on this 
land. I think some questions were asked 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. WHITE] 
with respect to the yield on the land. In 

·the minority report, which was written 
, by a distinguished lawyer from North 

Dakota, Mr. Murphy, we find this state
ment: 

The yield to Mr. Brunk at the time of his 
purchase was figured at 2.36 percent. 

A similar statement appears on page 
35 of ·~he report, and the only testimony 
in this connection was that given by 
Brunk himself in the hearings on page 
235. 

I should like to call the attention of 
the Senate to what the same Mr. Brunk, 
who is the essence of purity, said before 
the investigators in Des Moines, Iowa, 
as to what the yield of the land was. 
I refer to page 69 of the investigators' 
hearings, where there was a discussion 
of the tract of land which was purchased 
by Mr. Brunk: 

Question. Has the property carried itself 
generally with the average income from it
carry the taxes and upkeep? 

Answer. It hasn't yet. 

Yet that was the · same Mr. Brunk b 
whom the minority rer..ort referred as 
saying that the land had yield~d 2.36. 

I pJint that out silnply to show how 
consistent the eccentric Mr. Brunk was 
when he was b::!fore the investigators at 
one time and when he was before the 
committee at another time. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I thank the S8nator. 
Apparently the S8nator from Wiscon
sin had the idea that the committee had 
the burden of ascertaining the value of 
the land, and all that. The committee 
sent inve~tigators, and the investigators 
said that the land was .worth only about 
one-tenth of what the Governor had ob
tained from Brunk. 

There was the chance to which I re
ferred earlier today. It may b8 that it is 
hard to ascertain the value of certain 
stock which never had any value. That 
might be hard for even Governor LANGER 
to prove. However, it was not hard for 
him to prove the value of the land in the 
vicin.ity of Bismarck, if it had some value; 
but he did not do that. 

The Senator from Wisconsin-! am re
ferring to the senior Senator from Wis
consin; I do not want. to arouse the an
tagonism of another Senator by this 
statement-took the committee to task 
because it did not call in the neighbors. 
I suppose, then, we should have called in 
the neighbors' neighbors, and so on, ad 
infinitum, in order to determine the value, 
saying nothing about the fact that the 
value had been established by the best 

way of which we knew, and that the value 
so established was not contradicted by 
the best way the Governor knew, a way 
which it was in his power to adopt. 

One of the things which make this deal 
all the more suspicious, as it seems to me, 
is the fact that, as appears by the record, 
Brunk did not have any money. He gave 
Senator LANGER checks; and then he said 
that the checks had to be held until he 
would have the money in the bank; and 
he gave the checks in small amounts, 
comparatively speaking- a thousand 
dollars. 

On page 772 the chairman asked: 
Will you tell the committee, Mr. Brunk, 

why on August 16, 1937, you issued a check 
to WILLIAM LANGER in the sum Of $1,000; on 
the same day you issued another check to 
him in the sum of $1,000; on the same day you 
issued another check in the sum of $1 ,000; 
and on the same day you issued the fourth 
chEck in the sum of $1,000, all drawn on the 
Bankers Trust Co. Bank of Des Moines, Iowa? 

Mr. Brunk stated that his reason was 
that he had to wait until there was cash 
there; but the check payments corre
sponded with the profits he was making 
out of North Dakota bonds in selling to 
or buying from organizations under the 
control of the Governor; and he would 
make the payments at a rate of about 25 
percent of the profits he was making. 

In other words, he had a partner; no 
doubt his partner was getting one-half; 
and Senator LANGER and Brunk were 
dividing the other half-$56,800. 

On page 774 of the record we find the 
fo!lowing testimony: 

Mr. BRUNK. I think that is right. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever telephone him 

a single time to cash or not to cash a check? 
Mr. BRUNK. Yes; I did. 
The CHAIRMAN. You did? 
Mr. BRUNK. Yes; I did. 
The CHAIRMAN. When? 
Mr. BRUNK. I do not have in my mind the 

dates, but certainly ahead of some of these 
checks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever tell him not 
to cash any one of these checks that are here? 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, it was the other way 
around; he was not to cash them unless I told 
him to. I had to have money in the bank 
before they were good. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then each time you sent 
him these checks he held them until you 
communicated with him and told him to cash 
them? 

Mr. BRUNK. That is right. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is strange the Senator did 

not remember that, is it not? 
Mr. BRUNK. Well, I haven't read this testi

mony. I do not know what lie remembered. 
The CHAIRMAN. In your direct examination 

when you were on the stand before, you said 
something which I have not understood and 
I want you to make plain to this committee. 
You said that this transaction consisted of 
mixed emotions on your part. · 

"Mixed emotions." That language 
puzzled the committee, and it has never 
been made very clear. It was not entirely 
a business transaction. He had "mixed 
emotions." He had made some money, 
and he was handing some of it back to 
the Governor, who made the profits pos
sible; but he had "mixed emotions." 

The testimony continues: 
Mr. BRUNK. That is right. 
The CHAIRMAN. Part of them good and part 

of them bad. Just what did you mean by 
mixed emotions? 

Mr. BRUNK. I think I said, as it now appears, 
some of them were not good. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, what ones were not 
good, Mr. Brunk? 

Mr. BRUNK. Well, I did not avoid the ap
pearance of evil, an d that is not good. I 
would not be here had I avoided that, and 
that is not good. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I still do not quite 
understan d . 

Mr. BRUNK. Well , I think, Mr. Chairman, 
if you would know 47 years of my life you 
would understand that better. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, unfortunately, the 
only period of life that this committee knows 
anything about is the period covered by these 
particular transactions. 

Mr. BRUNK. That is right. That is un
fortunate and that is not good. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not good? 
Mr. BRU~K. I say it is not good that that 

is all you know. . 
The CHAIRMAN. Is that your explanation of 

what you mean by "mixed emotions"? 

I think there was not a member of the 
committee who could not have given a 
better idea of what he meant than Brunk 
did. 

Mr. Brunk replied: 
No; that is not all the explanation-

If ar.yone can make any sense out of 
this, I hope he will do so-

I had representation of myself when I 
bought land; I had representation of Mr . 
Hrewer when I was thinking in terms of 
bonds; I had representation of Governor 
LANGER when I was talking on the Wicks 
matter, and when I was talking to the Satur
day Evening Post about the trial he had and 
the prosecut ion, and what have you. Those 
are not simple motives--

If anyone can tell what that means
! did not have just one thing I was treat

ing about. I had other clients at home; I 
had other problems at home. I said then and 
I say now I did not have one simple repre
sentation. And, therefore, it was not a simple 
representation. I do not know whether that 
makes sense or not, but that is it, Mr . Chair
man. 

I said later about some other things that 
I have learned to get some of my emotions 
simpler because of widespread publicity in 
the daily press of North Dakota in the elec
tion of 1938. Sometimes it seems I am aw
fully hard to learn. I have to learn frcm the 
outside instead of from the inside. I said 
to the good Senator at the corner there, with 
reference to the South Dakota deal, that I 
had learned that there were lots of things 
that are not the way ycu do things, and 
there was not a single man, or politician, or 
campaign fund, or any type of influence in 
South Dakota, because I read so many news
papers in North Dakota in connection with 
this relationship. 

Again, I do not know what he means. 
I quote further from the testimony: 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Brunk, I do not want 

to draw any unfair conclusions. I am trying 
to arrive at the truth of this transaction. 
That is all I want to know. I want to ask 
you if this is a fair opinion, that your profits, 
the large profits you made in these transac
tions, were made during the years 1937 and 
1938? 

Mr. BRUNK. The largest profits we have 
made on just--not the largest profits I ever 
earned, but the largest profits I was ever able 
to take any part of were made in 1937 and 
1938; that is r ight. . 

The CHAIRMAN. It was during those years 
that you were making these payments to 
Senator LANGER? 

Mr. BRUNK. That is right 
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The CHAIRMAN. Do you draw any connec-

tion between those transactions? 
Mr. BRUNK. Do I draw a connection? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BRUNK. Well, obviously, I cannot prove 

to anybody else that two things that bad 
happened at the same time are not connectEd, 
but I do not draw the connection in that. 
I think when I show you figures that I worked 
out from these tables in the noon hour you 
will see the conclusion that is ·drawn here is 
entirely erroneous, is an entirely erroneous 
one from the facts. 

I read now from page 784 of the testi
mo~y: 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. Now, there is 
one other question. You have testified that 
you have paid the entire purch_ase price. 

Mr. BRUNK. That is right. 
The CHAIRMAN. The evidence shows there 

Is some $20,000 or $25,000, or whatever it 
may be--

Mr. BRUNK (interposing). Not now. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much· is it now? 
1\ir BRUNK. He has paid off a mortgage 

and some other things. 
The CHAIRMAN. What would you say it is 

now? 
Mr. B:.=tUNK. $15,000 to $20,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. $' 5,000 to $20,000 still un

paid? 
Mr. BRUNK. That is right. 
The CHAIRMAN. In that sense Senator 

LANGER is indebted to you in that amount? 
Mr. BRUNK. He is; that is right. He admits 

It, too. 
The CHAIRMAN. He admits it? Suppose he 

does not pay that; do you intend to collect 
it from him? 

Mr. BRUNK. I think if I were to add myself 
. to the long list of plaintiffs against him, and 
prosecutors of him, I would not be true at 
all to what inside me I ·believe in. him, and 
I would not attempt to collect it. 

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, Mr. Brunk, 
you would not try to force the payment? 

Mr. BRUNK. No; I would not. He is liable 
to me, and the contracts shoW' it. 

But that was not such a debt as he 
would collect even though he pretends 
it was a part of the agreement. He ad
mits that he never intends to collect it 
from Senator LANGER. 

Mr. President, there has been much 
sneering at the - so-called grab bag. 
What is meant by the grab bag? Those 
who have so referred to it have in mind 
some testimony taken by investigators 
sent to North Dakota by the committee 
which itself was appointed by the Senate 
of the United States. I heard one Sen
ator say on the floor t:tlat he would not 
be governed by such testimony. I heard 
another Senator, who is usually very 
careful, say that no court in the United 
States would receive testimony so taken. 
I thought of the thousands of masters 
appointed in the courts of chancery 
throughout the country who go out and 
take testimony and return it to the 
chancellor. I thought of the commis
sioners who go out to take testimony in 
other States. I thought of . my own 
State; where for many years persons were 
appointed to take testimony in divorce 
cases, hear all the evidence, and make a 
recommendation to the · court. · 

Oh, but it is said, in this case the other 
side was not represented. Both sides 
were asked to produce witnesses. How
ever, since I have been in the Senate, a 
little more than a year, I have been en
gaged in taking testimony in the case 
of claims against the United States when 

the United States had no noti.ce and was 
not represented. Only a few days ago I 
was aEked to take testimony in a case of 
that kind. I am satisfied that that testi
mony will be used; and yet Senators 
stand on the floor and say that no such 
testimony would be received in any court 
in the United States. That was the 
statement made from the floor, although 
we know that testimony is taken in that 
way all the time, all over the United 
States, and is received by the courts. 

I have never seen so much enthusiasm 
exhibited, I have never seen the spirit 
of the crusader so much evidenced, as 
has been apparent on the part of those 
who seem to be anxious to condone the 
acts which are referred to here as the 
acts of Senator LANGER. They say, "You 
have not a right to go back into his 
record. Here [exhibiting] is the report 
in the Arthur Gould case in Senate elec
tion cases from 1913 to 1940, and on 
page 277, with reference to the Arthur 
Gould case, I notice this: 

Senate Resolution No. 278, submitted the 
previous day by Mr. Walsh, was placed before 
the Senate for consideration. There was 
some contention that the Senate had no 
authority under the Constitution to investi
gate the qualifications of a Senator beyond 
questions of age, residence, and citizenship, 
and that it had no juriEdiction to inquire 
into an alleged offense committed prior to 
the election of a Senator. 

Does not that sound fairly familiar? 
Constitutionc:tl provisions as well as prece

dents in both the House and Senate were 
reviewed, and it was pointed out that the 
House of Representatives had never denied 
that it had the r ight to exclude a Member
elect, even when he had three constitutional 
requirements. 

Not expel, but exclude. 
In behalf of Mr. Gould it was pointed out 

in the debate that during the campa,ign the 
people of his State were thoroughly familiar 
with the charges and that they had subse
quently vindicated him by electing him to 
the Senate by the largest majority, in pro
portion to the vote cast, that had ever be~n 
received by a Senator candidate in the State 
of Maine. 

That also sounds very familiar. Never
theless the Senate went ahead and re
ferred that case to the .committee. 

I have never seen so many classes ap
pealed to as have been appealed to in 
the record in this case. In the nrst place, 
Senator LANGER refers to the fact that he 
was chairman of some committee in the 
Progressive campaign when Senator 
LA FoLLETTE's father was interested in 
the result ·and when the Senator from 
California [Mr. JoHNSON] had some in
terest in the campaign, as I recall. They 
have been appealed to indirectly, and it 
is placed in the record. ·If one is a Re
publican, Senator LANGER says, if ever 
he needed Republican help it was then, 
and that he had stood by the Republicans 
in every farming State whenever he was 
asked. to do so. If one is a Democrat, he 
is referred to the fact that Mr. LANGER 
supported President Roosevelt in some of 
his campaigns. That is put in the rec
ord. Not only that, but the fact that he · 
is connected with the Nonpartisan 
League has been shown. Then, once in a 
while it is injected into the record that 
he and the junjor Senator from Ver-

mont [Mr. AIKEN] were the only two 
Republicans elected in some campaign. 

Has there been an investigation in 
some State? If so, then the Senator ap· 
peals to his friends to resent the inves
tigation, and we find persons who seem 
to be ·much interested in the general sub
ject of investigations who_ resent them. 
The last of the particular appeals sent 

·out was . this, I think: "Do you belong to 
the W. C. T. U.? If you do, Senator 
LANGER is a life member." That is put 
into the record. Every appeal possible 
has been made to every class. 

Mr. President, today the junior Sen
ator from Utah [Mr. MURDOCK] became 
very much enraged when it was suggested 
that possibly a court of the United States 
was being reflected upon in the debate. 
I wish to read one paragraph from page 
764 of the record: 

Senator MuRDOCK. Along the line that you 
are speaking, and, of course, I do not wish 
to imply that there !s any evidence here that 
might reflect on the judicial conduct of Judge 
Wyman, but when . Judge Wyman knew that 
his son was mixed up in this thing-

In this thing-
as he certainly must have known when he 
made the trip to Sioux Falls, I am wondering 
if after that happened and after a telephone 
call to Bismarck and he allowed his son to 
come up thare, if that is not at least. S'lfficient 
to · put the conduct of the judge in question, 
even though he m"ay not be on trial at this 
time? 

That was the suggestion of the Senator 
from Utah, if you please. It appears on 
page 764 of the record. I do not think 
anyone has made a plainer reference or 
a plainer implication against Judge Wy
man, or any judge in this case, than was 
made by the Senator from Utah in that 
statement. 

Many communications to Senators 
with reference to portions of the testi
mony taken by the committee, were put 
into the record by the consent of Mr. 
Murphy, the attorney for Senator LAN
GER, who when the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. HATCH], then the chairman 
of the committee, asked whether the 
communications should be admitted, 
said, "I see no objection to having them 
placed in the record." 

I now read a letter from Mrs. Herbert 
Roberts, which ap]iears on page 799 of 
the record: 

I protest testimony of WILLIAM LANGER re· 
garding padlocking of store at Shields, N. 
Dak. As Morton County attorney, he pad
locked my confectionery store on a false 
charge of selling poison without a permit. 
No question of sale of liquor was ever in
volved. I later sued him to recover posses
sion of a drug stock which had been stored 
in the _place while my then husband, John 
Hamre, was seeking a drug-store location. 

Next is a letter from Arthur W. Fow
ler, as follows: 

Advised LANGER testified before your com
mit tee that I paid Mulloy money in connec· 
t ion with his making affidavit against LANGER. 
This is an unqualified falsehood. Mulloy 
never solicit ed money,. nor did I pay him any. 
Will be glad to appear and test ify if required 
by your · committee. 

Third, Theodore F. J effr ies writes: 
Following telegram sent to James Mulloy: 

"Have valuable information Langer case. 
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Frasier Owen and LANGER are lying. Received 
gas, oil, and money to campaign for LANGER. 
If you furnish expenses, will tell the com
mittee many things you have left out. An
swer Western Union. If I had money to 
come, would pay my own expenses. Only 
receiving an 0. A. A. check. If you are inter
ested and will pay my expznses, I will appear 
in behalf of lthe Government." 

Next I read a letter from Mrs. James 
Mulloy: 

DEAR SENATOR HATCH: I wish to most em
phatically state that testimony given by Sen
ator WILLIAM LANGER and J . H. Hanley per
taining to my husband's abuse of our small 
child, and statements of my husband's physi
cal condition is. absolutely false. 

At no time have I ever made any such 
statements to either of them. I distinctly 
remember telling Mr. Hanley, as I told your 
investigators, tha'" J im is, and always has 
been, a very fond father. No one knows this 
better than Senator LANGER himself. 

I had the assault and battery charge 
brought against my husband mostly because 
he was intoxicated, and I refer you to Mr. 
George Register, State's attorney, for all 
details. 

In fairness to myself and our small daugh
ter, I most urgently request of you to be 
given a chance to be heard or to face my 
accusers, for I again repeat that both state
ments are deliberate falsehoods. 

On November 17, 19'*1, V. E. Sandberg 
wrote the following letter, addressed to 
the Honorable CARL HATCH: 

Because Senator LANGER- has seen fit to 
bring the city of Minot into his testimony 
before the Senate Committee on Elections, I 
am forced as mayor of Minot to advise you to 
completely disregard it. If the remainder of 
his testimony contained the same percentage 
of factual distortions, misstatements, and 
libels, then his entire story should be stricken 
from the record. 

Senator LANGER is quoted as stating that he 
brought .some 50 detectives to Minot. As a 
matter of fact, not over 6 detectives were 
brought here and paid by the State's attorney 
of Ward County. 

Senator LANGER says he disguised himself 
as a laborer and stayed in Minot 3 weeks be
fore the raid. Investigation proves th1s 
untrue. The man who served as State's 
attorney at the time says Mr. LANGER arrived 
in Minot the night the raids were to be 
made, bring~ng with him his press agents. 

Senator LANGER is quoted as stating that 
156 bawdy-house keepers were arrested-153 
convicted. The statement, of course, is too 
ridiculous to deserve attention. There were 
in all less than a dozen such cases, and the 
only one in which an a£quittal resulted was 
the single case tried by Mr. LANGER. 

Senator LANGER is quoted as stating that 
Minot was so tough "lawyers feared to enter 
it at night." No honest lawyer, or crooked 
one either, ever needed fear being harmed in 
Minot unless his conscience was bothering 
him. 

Senator LANGER's testimony was a libel of 
the city of Minot. It was vicious and with
out foundation of fact and, as a matter uf 
fact, goes a long way to establish in the minds 
of the people who know the facts the very 
charges of moral turpitude that have been 
preferred by petitioners. 

V. E. SANDBERG, 
Mayor, City of Minot. 

Next I read a letter addressed to 
Senator WALTER F. GEORGE: 

DEAR Sm: Enclosed is a clipping taken 
from the Minneapolis Tribune regarding the 
drug store at Shields, N. Dak. 

This store belonged to my parents, John 0. 
Barmre, and I wish to brand Mr. LANGER's story 

regarding it as a dirty, rotten lie and utterly 
false. · 

At no time were my folks accused of selling 
liquor. My mother was ,accused of selling 
poison [arsenic] without a license. My 
father was out of the town at the time. 

There is much more to the letter, but 
it does not seem to be material to the 
issue before the Senate. 

Mr. President, I am about to close. As 
I see it, the whole subject is one which 
requires a good deal of consideration be
cause the evidence is so disconnected; in 
other words, the testimony of Mulloy 
would have to be taken at one time, the 
testimony of Wyman would have to be 
taken at another, and the testimony of 
Senator LANGER would have to be talten at 
another. The transcripts of the testi
mony are therefore found in different 
parts of the volume of testimony, yet the 
various pieces of the testimony would 
have a good deal of connection, and in 
most instances the witnesses corroborate 
each other almost completely, 

Mr. President, it has been said that the 
majority of the committee, in order to 
justify their finding, depend upon the 
testimony of Mulloy. I think I read to 
the Senate the recommendation which 
Senator LANGER gave to Mulloy. In it he 
said that Mulloy was a man who could 
be trusted with millions of dollars in 
money; that he was a man in whom the 
people of North Da.kota had the utmost 
confidence. This was a recommendation 
from the respondent himself. 

The charges which have been made 
are established by evidence which, in my 
humble opinion, would convict any man 
before any unprejudiced jury in the crim
inal courts of the United States. I think 
the presentation of at least three or four 
of the cases would bring a conviction in 
any criminal court. 

Mr. President, it has been said that the 
conclusions arrived at by the majority of 
the committee are on the basis of guess. 
It is not a matter of guess at all. The 
testimony presented in a number of these 
cases with respect to Senator LANGER was 
direct, positive, and usually by two wit
nesses; by persons who took part in the 
proceedings, who were trusted by Sena
tor LANGER at the time he was attempting 
to interfere with the orderly processes of 
the court, when he was attempting to 
juggle the processes of judgment and of 

·orderly procedure in the State of North 
Dakota. 

No, Mr. President, Senator LANGER has 
never been convicted in North Dakota, 
and he will not be convicted so long as he 
can use the machinery which he has been 
using in the State to prevent a conviction. 
Senator LANGER had the machinery with 
which to juggle the jury in the case in 
which there was a 10 to 2 division of the 
jury. If a man is allowed to indulge in 
such procedure, if he is allowed to control 
the machinery, what meaning can attach 
to a statement made before the United 
States Senate that he has never been 
convicted? He never will be convicted 
until he is taken before an unbiased jury. 
The jury which tried him was not an un
biased jury. He knew it was not an un
biased jury when he was told that Reich 
was "all right," when he found that Reich 

was all right, after he had, through his 
agents, tampered with the jury. 

Mr. President, it is said, "No, a con
viction cannot be obtained." He was 
convicted in the United States Court, 
but the next time he was tried he had 
two men on the jury. One of them re
ceived $950. I do not know what the 
other received. There is no evidence as 
to that. But the committee itself has 
no special interest in the way any Sen
ator votes on this particular case. 

One suggestion was made yesterday by · 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. BROWN] 
with respect to which I wish to comment 
briefly. He said that he himself would 
have to be convinced that S~nator LAN
GER was guilty in one case. That is some
thing which is true. If in one case moral 
turpitude is shown, and if Senator LANGER 
does not show a reformation or change, 
he should be excluded from· the Senate. 
The Senator from Michigan called at
tention to that yesterday, and that is 
true. Senator LANGER is faced by a 
charge involving moral turpitude in each 
one of these many cases. Any one of 
them shows moral turpitude. Any one 
of them shows the commission of a crim
inal act. 

Mr. President, I have heard of the en
thusiasm manifested in certain quarters 
during the consideration of this case. 
One Senator would be reminded of the 
political work done by Senator LANGER. 
Another one would be asked if anything 
had occurred to change his mind since 
last he was talked to. Oh, the enthu
siasm of the crusader, the enthusiasm of 
the early evangelist, has seemed to be 
in the offing at this time. The case 

·should not be decided in that way. The 
• case should be decided upon the evi

dence which is before the Senate, and 
not upon imagination or suggestion, as 
has been stated by some Senators. No 
Senator is expected to decide the case in 
that way. To do so would be a reflec
tion upon the Senate·. To try to bring 
in the shades of those who are dead, 
those who formerly were Members of 
this body, with the idea of prejudicing 
Senators, or of changing their votes, is 
to cast a reflection upon the Senate. 
Senators should vote their convictions, 
and should vote to uphold the Constitu
tion of the United States. 

Mr. President, if any one of these cases, 
especially the important cases, the large 
cases, do not establish moral turpitude, 
I do not understand the meaning of the 
words "moral turpitude." If those cases 
do not establish the fact that this man 
should be among those who have been 
e~cluded from the Senate in the past,. 
I am entirely at a loss to understand the 
true situation. · 

Mr. President, I have spoken much 
longer than I intended to speak. I can 
only say that I think each Senator will 
and should do what it is his duty to do, 
to cast his vote ir.;. this case according 
to the evidence; according to his con
science, according to the oath he has 
taken, and under his duty to the God 
who has established this sort of govern
ment in the New World, and for the best 
interests of the country which is anx
iously struggling today to prevent cor-



1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 2855 " 

ruption from without getting control of 
the land. Let us, as our duty demands, 
prevent ·the overcoming of the Nation 
by corruption from within. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses· on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 1057) to establish a system of 
longevity pay for postal employees. 

GENERAL MACARTHUR'S APPEAL
PRODUCTION FOR WAR 

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I wish 
to say a few words with reference to the 
deplorable conditions existing in this Na
tion, which have aroused the righteous 
indignation of the good people in my 
State and in many, if not all, the 47 other 
States of the Nation. The conditions of 
which I speak are those which are re
tarding the production of essential war 
materials needed by our brave men who 
are at ~he battle's front, outnumbered, 
underarmed, and underprotected. 

I believe the Senate should give con
sideration to the masterly appeal for help 
by Gen. Douglas MacArthur, who, from 
one of the last outposts of retreat-Aus
tralia-in the far Pacific, has sent these 
words: 

r· havtJ every confidence in the ultimate 
success of our joint cause, but success in 
modern war requires something more than 
courage and willingness to die. It requires 
careful preparation. No general can make 
something out of nothing. My success in the 
future will depend primarily upon the re
sources which. the respective governments 
plage at my disposal. 

Mr. President, let us now analyze that 
urgent appeal for war material. Let us 
not simply casually read it as another 
news item and pass it by to go down in 
history for our great-grandchildren to 
memorize, as some of us as children 
memorized the Preamble to our Consti
tution, Lincoln's Gettysburg Address, and 
other great state documents. In the 
first place, Mr. President, that avpeal by 
General MacArthur was aimed directly 
at the United States of America. Ac
cording to our Constitution all legislative 
power of the United States of America 
is vested in a Congress, consisting of a 
Senate and a House of Representatives. 
Therefore I consider that urgent appeal 
by General MacArthur was aimed di
rectly at you and at me and at every 
Senator holding membership here. 

What are we doing about it? I will tell 
Senators what we are Joing about it. 
We are sitting here debating a political 
matter, the settlement of which can 
place in General MacArthur's hands not 
one additional weapon of defense with 
which to save the lives of his brave men 
or save the life of this Nation. 

On top of that, it has been quite gen
era.Jly rumored in news circles that as 
soon as this week is ended-it being the 
third week of this prolonged Langer 
case debate-both branches of Congress 
may take a recess or Easter vacation of 
2 weeks. 0 God, the irony of the cir
cumstances-while our brave boys per-

ish at the battle fronts, and General 
MacArthur appeals for help, our Sena
tors and Representatives may desert 
their posts of duty by recessing under 
the pretense of observing the resurrec
tion of our Saviour! 

Why this postponement of duty, Mr. 
President? Why not do something to 
help General MacArthur? That is the 
question. Why does the Senate of the 
United States of America not try, at 
least, to do something in answer to the 
urgent plea of General MacArthur? 

We are not even trying. We are 
wholly ignoring General MacArthur's 
appeal from Australia. We-are ignoring 
it as 'fully and completely as General 
Wainwright ignored tht. demand of the 
Japs for his surrender. Why this ap
parent inattention to General MacAr
thur's appeal? Even though every Sen
ator individually knows of nothing that 
can be done to help him, surely we could 
bring the subject up on the floor for 
discussion. Surely we could at least offer 
a Senate resolution acknowledging his 
plea and pledging interest in his case. 
But no; we are ignoring General Mac
Arthur's urgent appeal for help. 

As for me, Mr. President, I have some 
ideas in mind as to how the Senate can 
help General MacArthur and his brave 
men. I, for one, am convinced that his 
plea is mure important than the Langer 
case _right at this particular time. 
I, for one, am convinced it is more im
portant than a 2-week Easter vacation 
for Members of the Congress. I am con
vinced it is more important than 40 
hcurs' work per week; time-and-one
half wages for overtime, and labor
leader-racketeer hold-up fees for the 
right of honest laboring men to work. I 
am convinced it is more important than 
the right of thugs to beat honest labor
ing men over the heads with clubs just 
because those honest laboring men want 
to work at a job open to them. I am 
convinced it is more important than for 
war profiteers to get rich while our boys 
fight and die for our country. 
B~cause these matters are controver

sial, however, or for other reasons, we 
shirk our duty and responsibility in this 
matter. While MacArthur pleads in 
vain, our men die on foreign soil, and 
the strong, greedy hands of aggression 
clutch ever and ever nearer to our 
throats and che heart of our Nation, we 
take no action. 

Yes, Mr. President; I have some sug
gestions as to what I think the Senate 
should do, and should do today, or as 
soon as possible. 

My suggestion is that the Members of 
the Senate acknowledge General Mac
Arthur's urgent appeal and give it im
mediate consideration. I also call upon 
the committees which have my labor 
bills, and other bills of like nature, locked 
up in their files, or under consideration, 
to bring those bills out on the fl:)or of 
the Senate and let us debate them, and 
honestly vote on each one of them by a 
yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. President, I admit the Langer case 
being discussed is important, and I con
gratulate the Senators who are doing 
their duty in debating the case. The 
point I am making is that I consider the 

appeai of General MacArthur and the 
winning of this war to be more impor
tant than that, and I urge the Senate to 
gi:ve immediate consideration to legis
lation which will speed up the produc
tion of war materials. 

WAR PRODUCTION AND LABOR 

Mr. McFARLAND obtained the floor. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Will the Senator yield 

to me for the purpose of suggesting the 
absence of a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BANKHEAD in the chair) . Does the Sen
ator from Arizona yield for that pur
pose? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I do not care to 
yield for that purpose. I thank the Sen
ator, however. 

Mr. President, during the last several 
weeks I have received daily an increas
ing number of letters and telegrams from 
individuals and organizations in my 
State urging and demanding that im
mediate action be taken to put our war 
industries on a maximum-production 
basis, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. I 
consider these communications to be the 
most important I have received since I 
have been a Member of the United States 
Senate. Some of them are the pleas of 
the parents, wives, brothers, sisters and 
loved ones of the men fighting our·battles 
on the war fronts of the world. All of 
them call to mind the solemn obligation 
we at home have to keep faith with those 
who have gone forth to give their lives, 
if need be, that this great Nation of ours 
may continue to endure. They come 
from school children in whose young 
minds there is beginning to form the 
awful doubt whether America is and can 
remain invincible. They proclaim the 
readiness of an aroused and angry Amer
ica to cast aside freedoms, rights, priv
ileges, and traditions which we have held 
sacred since our country was founded, 
if that be necessary, or if that will more 
quickly win the war. 

Mr. President, if I needed to be aroused, 
if I needed to be impressed, the voices 
of the people of my State and the voices 
of the people in every part of our Nation 
would have certainly done the job. In 
fact, however, I have been at all times 
and am now willing to do anything that 
is necessary to win this war, and to do 
anything that is necessary to win it as 
quickly as is humanly possible. No 
American worthy of the name can know 
what is at stake in this hour and yet fail 
to cast aside personal interests, personal 
advantage, and any thought of conse
quences which may follow to him per
sonally because he does his duty. But in 
our attempts to solve the problems which 
confront us today we must be careful 
that we do the things that will accom
plish the desired ends. It is easy to 
criticize and, when the news from the 
battle fronts is not encouraging, it is 
human to want to do something different 
from what is already being done. As 
Members of Congress W8 still have the 
obligation and the duty of coolly and 
deliberately surveying the problems be
fore us, of carefully analyzing the defects 
in our war effort, and of making certain 
that the action taken will better the 
situation and not make it worse. 
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Insofar as · the letters and telegrams 

which I have received urge specific action 
by Congress, they ask legislation on two 
subjects: Strikes and the repeal or sus
pension of Federal wage-hour laws. It 
is my intention at this time to deal 
principally with those subjects. 

Practically all those urging that I sup
port legislation which would prohibit 
strikes have supported their views with 
figures , usually quoted from the press or 
the radio, indicating that production is 
being very seriously hampered by strikes. 
Representative of the figures given me 
are charges that strikes in defense indus
tries in January of this year numbered 
43, and in February, 76; that more than 
2,000,000 man-hours of labor were lost 
in February through strikes, and that 
the man-hours lost through strikes in 
February would have built 2,000 bombers. 
I have made a thorough investigation of 
these figures and I am convinced that 
they are entirely inaccurate. The rec
ords -of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
Department of Labor, and the National 
War Labor Board, which are official 
figures, show that strikes affecting war 
production in January numbered 10, and 
in February, 21; and that, with approxi
mately 7,500,000 persons employed in 
war industries during the period from 
January 1, 1942, to date, 99.97 percent of 
those employees did not lose a single 
minute as a result of strikes. 

Further than this, it should be pointed 
out that not a single strike which has oc
curred since December 7, 1941, has been 
authorized by a labor organization; that 
such strikes as have occurred took place 
against the advice, policy, and attitude of 
the labor organizations and in spite of 
organized labor's efforts to prevent them; 
and that, according to Mr. Donald Nel
son, Chairman of the War Production 
Board, organi:;o:ed labor has fully, faith
fully, and sincerely kept its word to the 
President and to him, that no strikes 
would be countenanced or authorized for 
the duration of the war, and has cooper
ated fully in settling and terminating 
such unauthorized work stoppages as 
have taken place. 

B::cause of the confidence which I 
know our people have in Mr. Nelson and 
in our Army and Navy officers who are 
in charge of the problem of war produc
tion, I feel that it should be noted that 
at a meeting held March 17, 1942, at
tended by representatives of the War 
Production Board, the Army, the Navy, 
the Maritime Commission, the War La
bor Board, and the Department of Labor, 
the strike situation was reviewed and a 
public announcement was made that 
there existed no work stoppages which 
"significantly affect the war-production 
program." 

I know it will be contended that one 
strike or one hour of labor lost through 
strikes at this critical hour is too much, 
and that the damage to the Nation's 
welfare is as grievous if a strike is un
authorized as if it were authorized. I 
fully agree with that argument; but the 
real question before Congress is whether 
the three-one-hundredths of 1 percent of 
labor can best be brought into line by 
legislation which, rightly or wrongly, is 
opposed as unjust and uncalled for by the 

millions of American workmen who are 
working and patriotically doing their 
duty, or whether it should be brought 
into line by the influence of public opin
ion, the counsel of its leadership, and the 
example of its fellow workers. In this 
connection, I feel that Congress, in 
answering the question, must give con
sideration to the fact that every single 
man who represents the Government and 
the people in the production effort, from 
Mr. Nelson on down, has opposed taking 
the way of legislation, for the reason that 
it would do more harm than good. 

The communications received by me 
indicate that some of our people have 
the understanding that workers in w~r 
industries are prohibited by Federal law 
from working in excess of 40 hcurs per 
week. This is incorrect. There is no 
Federal statute-which makes it unlawful 
for men to work in any industry more 
than 40 hours a week. In proof of this 
statement, let me cite the following fig
ures as to the average weekly work hours 
in certain defense production industr~es 
for the month of January 1942, which 
show that defense workers are actually 
putting in substantially in excess of 40 
hours a week. 
Industry: Hours 

Foundries and machine shops _____ 46. 9 
~achinery _______ __________ __ _____ 47.1 
Brass, bronze, and copper products_ 46. 1 
~achine tools ____________________ 55. 0 
Aircraft __________________________ 48.7 

Shipbuilding--------------------- 48 . 2 
Engines, turbines, etc _____________ 51. 1 

There are two factors which should be 
borne in mind in connection with the 
figures for weekly hours cited here. The 
first is that the figures are for hours 
actually worked, not merely scheduled 
hours; time lost by workers through ac
cidents, illness, or for other reasons have, 
of course, reduced the average hours. 
The other is that the figures are for Jan
uary 1942; and I am informed that the 
present figures for some of the industries 
are higher. 

Most of the people who have written 
to me advocating the repeal or suspen
sion of the wage-hour laws have ex
pressed the view that this action should 
be taken for the reason that the laws, 
and the regulations and practices which 
have sprung up thereunder, require pay
ment of extra time for all hours per week 
in excess of 40 and for any work done 
on Saturday afternoon, Sundays, or hol
idays. The common opinion of these 
citizens, as I gather it from the mail I 
am receiving, is that the necessity of 
paying this extra time is likely deterring 
some war production plants from working 
longer hours, that payments for extra 
time are adding very heavily to the cost 
of our defense, and that war workers 
are or should be patriotic enough to work 
longer hours at regular rates during this 
emergency. These arguments are very 
persuasive; and if one would feel justified 
in acting on the basis of these arguments 
alone, he might very well reach the con
clusion that the present situation with 
respect to overtime payments should be 
altered. 

However; what all of us want, primarily, 
is more war production. . We want to see 
all of om· defense production industries 

working 24 hours a day 7 days a week. 
To that end Mr. Nelson has been placed in 
full charge of the production effort and 
told to produce or else. He has, we all 
feel, made a splendid beginning; he has 
the confidence of the people that he can 
get the production; and he himself is con
fident that the job will be done. I feel 
compelled, therefore, in considerlng legis
lation with reg::-,rd to war production, to 
give serious thought to his opinions and 
his recommendations. I am not bound 
by his views, but I certainly am not at 
liberty to disregard them and yet expect 
him to get results. 

On Thursday last, at a hearing before 
an appropriations subcommittee, Mr. 
Nelson testified concerning overtime pay, 
and I summerize his views as follows: He 
is opposed to any change in the practice 
of paying time and a half for hours in 
excess of 40 per week, for the reason that 
it provides an incentive to workers to 
work longer hours and provides an in
centive for needed workers to enter war 
production industries. He stated, also, 
that overtime payments were being to 
some extent absorbed in living costs; and 
it was his opinion that the effect of 
eliminating such payments would be to 
precipitate requests for increases in regu
lar hourly rates, with resulting d isrup
tion and interference with production. 
On the question of the payment of double 
time for Saturdays, Sundays, and holi
days, Mr. Nelson stated that he was op
posed to such payment except when the 
Saturday, Sunday, or holiday was the 
seventh consecutive day worked by an 
employee; in other words, he opposes the 
payment of double time merely because 
the day's work was done on Saturday, 
Sunday, or a holiday. Mr. Nelson said, 
further, that legislation was not, in his 
opinion, necessary or advisable in order 
to eliminate the double time to which he 
objected, that the matter could best be 
handled by the War Labor Board's estab
lishment of a war-labor policy. 

During the hearing to which I am re
ferring, Mr. Nelson was asked the plain 
question: 

What legislation can Congress enact at this 
time which would help you in your efforts 
toward increased production? 

His reply was substantially as follows: 
It is my considered opinion that I cannot 

be helped by legislation, and I might be 
seriously hurt by ill-advised legislation. I do 
not see any particular legislation which would 
help; all the factors in production are within 
the hands of ourselves, labor and manage
ment, and the problem can be solved by our 
mutual determination, spirit, and energy. I! 
and when I conceive that any legislation may 
be necessary or helpful in the matter of pro
duction, I will recommend it immediately. I 
would consider myself derelict in my duty 
to the Nation at war if I did not do so. 

These are, in substance, the views of the 
man who, by appointment from our Com
mander in Chief, carries the responsi
bility for our war production. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will. the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
HUGHES in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Arizona yield to the Senator from 
Washington? ' 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
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Mr. BONE. I wonder if Mr. Nelson 

gave the committee any indication of the 
loss of man-hours of labor because of in
dustrial accidents and sickness. The 
other night I heard given over the radio 
some figures which · were astounding, and 
I think they might well be brought to the 
attention of the Members of both Houses 
of Congress, because they presented such 
a staggering picture of the loss of time, 
due to accidents and sickness of one kind 
or another. · 

Perhaps some forms of sickness, due 
to factory conditions, -could be corrected. 
Nevertheless, the figures presented a very 
startling picture; and, contrasted with 
man-hours lost because of strikes, they 
create some very unique comparisons. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I thank the Sen
ator for the suggestion. I, too, feel that 
the figures. would be enlightening. I 
think they should be produced. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me, I should. like to 
supply the figures at this time. I think 
they should appear in the RECORD at this· 
point. 

Mr. l.\/.lcFARLAND. I yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MURRAY. I understand that .the 
loss of man-hours because of strikes 
amounts to approximately 30,000,000, 
and that the loss of man-hours because 
of acc;dents amounts to 460,000,000. 

Mr. BONE. In other words, that is the 
comparative status? 

Mr. MURRAY. Yes; that is the com
parative status. 

Mr. BONE. Thirty million hours were 
lost- . 

Mr. MURRAY. Thirty million hours 
of labor were lost because of strikes, and 
460,000,000 hours were lost because of 
industrial accidents. 

Mr. BONE. In other words, if we had 
two lines of varying lengths, one would 
represent the 30,000,000 hours and the 
other would represent the 460,000,000 
hours? That is the comparison the Sen
ator draws, is it? 

Mr. MURRAY. That is correct; and 
no discussion whatever is being had with 
reference to the loss of time because of 
accidents. The whole argument seems 
to be relative to the loss of time because 
of strikes. 

Mr. BONE. Of course, from whatever 
source the loss arises, it is a loss, and it 
should be considered on that basis; be
cause the loss accrues to the country; 
and during a death struggle it is imma
terial to the country from what source 
the loss arises, provided · anything can 
be done to stop it. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I thank the Sen
ators for their suggestions. 

Mr. President, we can conscientiously 
permit Mr. Nelson to remain in his posi
tion only so long as we have confidence 
in him and are willing to give weight to 
his recommendations. I, for one, feel 
that he is entitled to an opportunity to 
demonstrate the soundness of his posi
tion and the accomplishments that can 
be made under. his program. 

I realize fully, Mr. President, that, 
while I have here made no mention of 
them, there are other phases and aspects 
of the production problem which are re
ceiving the thought and attention of the . 

Members of the Senate at this time. I 
realize also that there are important steps 
to be taken toward placing our war econ
omy and our war effort on a sound basis. 
In this latter connection I want to ex
press the hope that we shall shortly have 
an opportunity to give full and serious 
consideration to legislation which will 
limit war profit's and legislation which 
will establish wage ceilings for the dura
tion of the war. 

Mr. President, while I am speaking I 
wish to. make a brief ~:;tatement with ref
erence to another and related subject. 
Many of the letters and telegrams from 
mY. people rep::at charges recently made 

· in the press and on the rad:o to the effect 
that in enacting the provisions of the 
price-control bill with reference to agri
cultural commodities and in enacting the 
legi~lation which restricts the Commod
ity Credit Corporation in the disposition 
of certain agricultural commodities 
which it has acquired, the Congress sur
rendered to the demands of a "farm bloc" 
and "sold out" for the farm vote. I shall 
take a few moments to exp~ain just why 
Congress was justified in giving separate 
consideration-not special consideration, 
mind you-to the farmers of America, 
who are being called upon to produce as 
never before in· order that the United 
Nations may have the food and suste
nance which are ind~spensable to victory 
in this war. 

For many years past our Government 
has been making every effort to insure 
parity prices to producers of agricultural 
commodities-which is saying no more 
than that our Government has been 
making every effort to insure farmers 
that the prices they receive for their 
prpducts will be just and equitable in 
comparison with the prices they must pay 
for the things they buy. 

Such governmental policy and purpose 
has had the support of the overwhelming 
majority of our people because the great 
mass of our people recognized the justice 
and economic merit of any governmental 
assistance which might be necessary in 
order to bring the income of the farm 
people into reasonably close balance 
with the income of the rest of our people. 
I feel that it can also be said that our 
involvement in the war has made more 
important than ever before the attain
ment and maintenance of fair ·relation
ships between the incomes of our various 
population groups. No particular class 
is entitled to profit by the war, and no 
class should be discriminated against in 
our war economy. 

If, as I feel we must concede, the 
granting of parity to farmers was proper 
and correct in peacetime, if it is neces
sary in wartime in order to enable farm
ers to contribute as they should to the 
whole war effort, wherein are the pro
visions of the price-control bill with ref
erence to agricultural commodities 
wrong and unfair? It is pointed out that 
the price ceiling for farm products is 
fixed at 110 percent of parity, and not 
simply at parity; it is argued that, al
though farmers are justly entitled to 
parity, tht bill gives them 110 percent 
of parity. Let me demonstrate that if. 
the bill fixed parity as the ceiling it would 
never be possible for the farmer. to ob
tain parity. ObviouslY, if cotton, for ex-

ample, were allowed to rise in price until 
it reached parity, and the ceiling were 
then imposed, the price of cotton would 
not, in the very nature of things, re- · 
main at parity; it would fluctuate be
tween parity and some point .b2low par
ity. More likely than not, as soon as it 
reached parity, and its rise halted, there 
would be a reaction driving it below 
parity. Thus it can be seen that if the 
farmer is to get an average which will 
give h im parity the ceil~ng must be fixed 
at something a little above parity. 

When the price-control bill was pend
ing before the Congress there was a great 
deal of contention concerning the pro
vision which requires the Administrator 
to have the approval of the S2cretary of 
Agriculture prior to fixing a price for 
agricultural commodities, the criticism 
being that the provision ignored the in
terests of co':lsumers of farm products. 
I feel that that argument has been fully 
answered by the record of the manner 
in which the provision has actually oper
ated ~~nd the cooperative spirit in which 
both the Administrator and the S2cre
tary have entered upon their duties 
under the law. 

Turning now tv the legislation with ref
erence to the Commodity Credit Corpora
tion and its commodity stocks, I point 
out that it was introduced in Congress 
at a time when Government officials an
nounced a policy of using stocks of corn, 
wheat, and cotton in order to keep those 
products at 85 percent of parity. The 
bill relative to the Commodity Credit Cor
poration and its commodity stocks was 
passed because a substantial majority in 
Congress felt that the proposed policy of 
using the stocks of commodities in order 
to keep the prices of such commodities at 
85 percent of parity was an absolute re
versal of a sound, public-approved agri
cultural program, and would result in the 
lowering of prices for the commodities 
affected, notwithstanding such prices 
were still below levels which have for 
years been considered fair and just. It 
should be noted, further, that even those 
who opposed the legislation proposed, as 
I understood them, to adjust the farm 
income with that of other groups through 
the medium of parity payments amount
ing to several hundred millions of dol
lars, to be paid out of the Public Treasury. 
In other words, the real issue was whether 
the farm group would obtain parity 
through the operation of natural eco
nomic processes or through a continuance 

· of Government payments. 
I am aware that many of those deal

ing publicly with the action of Congress 
in this matter were very ready to hurl 
the charge of "politics," and to accuse 
those voting for the legislation of at
tempt ing to get the farm vote. I have 
heard and read many such charges, but 
I have yet to find one such gentleman 
who is willing or able to support his 
accusations with facts. Uniformly, such 
discussions are absolutely devoid of fac
tual data, but are long on bald charges 
that Congress voted to increase the cost 
of living. None of those making sucl1 
charges has attempted to explain why · 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRis], 
who has announced his intended retire
ment from the Senat~ at the conclusion 
of his ~Jresent term, should be sufficiently 
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interested in polit:cs to vote for the bill, 
or why the Senator from California [Mr. 
JoHNSON], who ordinarily does not even 
have an opponent in his race for the 
Senate, should "sell out" to the farm 
bloc. 

I do not for a moment contend that 
the cost of living is not too high, or that 
nothing should bs done about it. The 
point I make is that the legislation I 
have been discussing is not the reason 
why foodstuffs and other agricultural 
products have risen in price beyond jus
tification. When we remember that the 
farmer gets as little as 20 percent of the 
price we pay for many of the foods that 
come to our tables, it becomes apparent 
that attention may well be given to the 
part others than the farmer have had in 
price rises. 

Mr. President, regardless of the fact 
that I cannot share the views of all who 
have communicated with me concerning 
the problems which are before us, re
gardless of the fact that much of what 
has been written to me is critical of Con
gress and myself, I say with all sincerity 
that nothing which has occurred since 
the outbrea~ of the war has he;utened 
and encouraged me nearly· as much as 
the flood of expression from the people 
at home. It gives me renewed assurance 
that America has the will and the de
termination to fight and to win. It 
demonstrates to me just how wrong are 
those who preach that a great and genu
ine democracy is . incapable of arming 
itself and fighting through to victory. 
I am grateful to my people, and I pledge 
them that during these days of trial 
there will be for me but one test by which 
I will determine every question and issue 
which is presented to me: Is it for the 
best interests of my country at war? 

SENATOR FROM NORTH DAKOTA 
The Senate resumed consideration of 

the resolution <S. Res. 220) declaring 
WILLIAM LANGER not entitled to be a 
United States Senator from the State of 
No.rth Dakota. 

Mr. TAFT obtained the floor. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from Ohio yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

RosiER in the chair) . Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
Louisiana? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield to , the Sena~or 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I of
fer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute to the amendment of the Sen
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] to 
Senate Resolution 220 declaring WILLIAM 
LANGER not entitled to be a United States 
Senator from the State of North Dakota. 
I ask that the clerk read the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be read. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In lieu of the 
amendment offered by Mr. GREEN to Sen
ate Resolution 220, it is proposed to in
sert the following: 

That since it appears that WILLIAM LANGER 
has been duly elected a Senator of the United 
States from the State of North Dakota, and 
that the returns of such election and the 
credentials submitted to the Senate by the 

said WILLIAM LANGER are valid, and since it 
further appears that the said WILLIAM LANGER 
has attained the age of 30 years, has been 
9 years a citizen of the United States, and 
was, when elected, an inhabitant of the 
State of North Dakota, the said WILLIAM 
LANGER cannot, by majority vote, he excluded 
from, or deprived of, a seat in the Senate of 
the United States. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Ohio yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Sen
ator from Oregon? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. McNARY. I suggest the abs0nce 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Ohio yield for that pur
pose? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield for that purpose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, 

and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brewster 
Brown 
Bulow 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark. Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Doxey 
Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 

Glass 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
Langer 
Lee 
Lucas 
Maloney 
May .bank 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McNary 
Mead 
Millikin 
Murdock 
Murray 
Nye 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 

Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shlpstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Tn1man 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys ' 
Wagner 
Wheeler 
Wh"tte 
Wiley 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty
one Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. TAFT . . Mr. President, the legal 
questions involved in connection with the 
resolution now pending have been so well 
discussed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
MuRDOCK], and the Senator from Louisi
ana [Mr. OVERTON], ver.y much along the 
line I intended to follow, that I shall 
speak briefly, and only for the purpose of 
explaining why I intend to vote against 
the committee resolution. 

The resolution reads in a rather awk
ward form: 

Be it resolved, That this case does not fall 
within the constitutional provisions for ex
pulsion or any punishment by two-thirds 
vote, because Senator LANGER is neither 
charged with nor proven to have committed 
disorderly behavior during his membership 
in the Senate. 

Be it resolved, That WILLIAM LANGER is not 
entitled to be a Senator of the United States 
from the State of North Dakota. 

I understand an amendment has been 
offered by the chairman of the Commit
tee on Privileges and Elections to the 
first section of the resolution, but the 
effect would be the same, a declaration 
that this is not a matter for a two-thirds 
vote, but is to be deciCled by a majority 
vote. 

By this resolution it is proposed to ex
clude from the Senate, by a majority 
vote of the Senate, a man duly and prop
erly elected by the people of a sovereign 
State. No question whatever is raised as 
to the validity of his election, and all 
charges regarding irregularities in con
nection with the election have been dis
missed by the committee. 

We are asked to exclude Mr. LANGER, 
'not because of any disqualification by 
an express provision of the· Constitution, 
but simply because of alleged defects of 
personal character. We are asked to ex
clude him because of moral turpitude 
said to be proved by various acts which 
took place prior to his election as Sena
tor. Certainly the Senate should hesi
tate a long time and seriously consider 
before it excludes or expels any man 
because it disapproves of hi~ character. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I vield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. I should like to a~k 

the Senator for his view on one point. 
After a man has been elected Senator, 
when there is no question as to his title, 
or measures up to the three negat;ve 
qualifications set forth in the Constitu
tion, is there any way by which he can 
be gotten out except. through expulsiram? 
Is it not a question purely of expulsion? 

Mr. TAFT. In my opinion it is, and 
I intend to develop reasons for that view. 

Mr. CONNALLY. If I may interrupt 
just a moment longer, in this case, 1f 
Senator LANGER is not to be a Senator 
because he is too bad to sit here with us, 
that is a situation which calls for expul
sion, and not exclusion. 

Mr. TAFT. It appears to me clear that 
even on the committee's charges it can 
only be expulsion, and cannot be ex
clusion. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator. · 
Mr. TAFT. In my opinion, our action 

can only be taken under the provision of 
the Constitution which authorizes the 
Senate to expel a Member, and therefore 
can only be taken bs a two-thirds vote. 

I do not attach any importance to the 
contention that tht Senator has been 
sitting here for the last year, having been 
sworn without prejudice. That is a pro
cedure which I myJelf would never agree 
to again. I think that if a man is charged 
with something which should exclude him 
from the Senate, hf:: should stand aside 
at the time he presents his credentials, 
but should be given an immediate trial, 
and the matter should not drag on for 
months and years, but should be decided 
immediately. So far as the proceedings 
we are now considering are concerned, it 
seems to me the matter should be de
cided on the merits of the question. In 
other words, if the kind of thing for 
which we are asked to exclude Senator 
LANGER is a matter which is a proper 
cause for exclusi::m, then it should be 
decided by a majority vote. If it is a 
proper matter for expulsion only, I think 
the decision should bE: by a two-thirds 
vote. 

The resolution · of the committee is 
based on the power given each House to 
judge of the qualifications of its own 
Members. In my opinion, the word 
"qualifications" as here used refers to the 
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qualifications contained in the Constitu
tion itself and does not authorize the 
House to impose any qualifications it sees 
fit to impose. If the Senate can say 
that the absence of moral turpitude is a 
qualification, it can impose qualifications 
based on the morals, the religion or lack 
of religion, or the philosophical or politi
cal views of any person elected. This 
would be such a dangerous power that it 
certainly should not be implied unless 
entirely clear. The existence of such 
power would give to the majority of 
either House the ability to exclude those 
who disagreed with the opinions of the 
majority. Atheists, perhaps Communists, 
might be excluded today, Socialists to
morrow, and Republicans or Democrats 
in good time. It may be said that this 
is a fantastic possibility, but it is a possi
bility which was foreseen by the founders 
of the Constitution. 

More and more the Federal Govern
ment and its various branches are com
ing to a position where they feel that they 
can tell the States exactly what they shall 
do, that they have a right to overturn 
the opinions of the local communities, 
and more and more the power claimed, 
to exclude one by a majority vote for ele
ments of character, is a power which is 
likely to be exercised today than when 
the Constitution was adopted. 

It is my belief that section 5 of article 
I was only intended to make each House 
the final judge of whether a man was 
properly elected, and whether he met the 
qualifications prescribed by the Consti
tution itself. The question was debated 
in the Constitutional Convention. The 
first draft of the Constitution, as has 
been pointed out by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. MuRDOCK] contained this ad
ditional section: 

The Legislature of the .United States shall 
have authority to establish such uniform 
qualifications of the Members of each House, 
with regard to property, as to the said Legis
lature shall seem expedient. 

That was stricken out. It seems fairly 
obvious that the fact that it was proposed · 
shows that the found~rs djd not believe 
that Congress had any such power. ex
cept when it was expressly provided. in 
the Gonstitution, that the word "qualifi
cations" meant qualifications prescribed 
by the Constitution. 

Madison opposed that proposal, and I 
suppose Madison is as valuable an in
terpreter of the Constitution as anyone 
in the history of the United States. He 
opposed the proposal to give this au
thority, because he said it vested-
an improper and dangerous power in the 
legislature. The qualifications of elector and 
elected were fundamental articles in a re
publican government and ought to be fixed 
by the Constitution. If the legislature could 
regulate those of either, it can by degrees 
subvert the Constitution. A republic may be 
converted into an aristocracy or oligarchy as 
well by limiting the number capable of being· 
elected as the number authorized to elect. 
In all cases where the representatives of the 
people will have a personal interest distinct 
from that of their constituents there was the 
same reason for being jealous of them as there 
was for relying upon them with full confi
dence when they bad a common interest. 
This was one of the former cases. 

Mr. Madison continued: 
The British Parliament possessed the power 

of regulating the qualifications both of the 

electors and the elected, and the abuse they 
had made of it was a lesson worthy of our 
attention They had made changes in both 
cases subservient to their own views of po
litical or religious parties. 

Of course, there were religious qualifi
cations prescribed by the English Parlia
ment. The Wilkes case, I think, is one 
which has been relied on. in which they 
went far beyond anything the founders 
of our Constitution would have approved. 

As a result of Mr. Madison's objection, 
this article giving the Congress power to 
prescribe qualifications was eliminated. 
Surely it must folio"' that the Conven
tion did not intend to confer indirectly 
and in individual cases the right which 
they refused to · grant in general terms. 
Mr. Madison evidently felt that · the 
qualifications stated in the Constitution 
were exclusive. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN. The other day, when 

the question dealt with in the argument 
which is now being made by the· Senator 
from Ohio, was under consideration, I 
called attention to the fact that in the 
entire history of the United States Con
gress there has never been . so far as I 
was able to recall . an attempt to set up 
the qualifications of a Senator or Rep
resentative by statutory action on the 
part of Congress. I call attention to the 
fact that the only time we ever did at
tempt to make a change was when the 
fourteenth amendment was submitted to 
the people of the United States. In that 
amendment a new qualification was · set 
up; that is. that no person could be a 
Senator or a Representative who, having 
previously taken the oath as a Senator or 
Representative, thereafter participated 
in insurrection against the United States. 
That was not done b:y statute. Congress 
in 1866 evidently concluded that the only 
way it could be done was by constitu
tional amendment I think that strongly 
supports the position which the Senator 
from Ohio is now taking. 

Mr. TAFT. I .agree entirely with the 
Senator from Michigan. It seems to me 
that the fact that the Congress felt a 
constitutional amendment was neces
sary showed that they thought they 

- could not do it themselves; that not only 
could they not do it by law. but could 
not d::J it in an individual case where a · 
man had been a traitor to his country, 
which certainly would have been a cause 
for expulsion. They felt an amendment 
was necessary in such a case to exclude 
him. 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly the temper 
of the Senate and the House at that 
time. immediatel3· after the Civil War 
in 1866, would have been such that they 
easily could have passed such legislation 
if they deemed they had the constitu
tional right to do so. but they did not do 
so. They felt that a constitutional 
amendment was necessary to cham1;e the 
qualifications of Senators and Repre
sentatives. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I think the 
Senator's argument is very effective. 

The qualifications of Senators are pre
scribed in negative terms, and that fact 
has been referred to. Personally, I see 
no difference whatever between the stat
ing of these qualifications in negative 

terms and in affirmative terms. I do not 
see that either of them are any more or 
any less exclusive than the other, and I 
attach no importance to the change that 
was made by the committee on style. I 
do not believe it was intended to effect 
any change in the actual substance of the 
Constitution. I do not think it has a 
substantial bearing here. 

The qualification section in the first 
draft of the Constitution was stated 
affirmatively as follows: 

Every Member of the Senate shall be of the 
age of 30 years at least, shall have been a 
citizen of the United States for at least 9 
years before his election, and shall be at the 
time of his election a resident of the State in 
which he shall be chosen. 

This language was changed by the 
committee on style to the negative form 
in which it now appears, and it is, said 
that the negative form is not so exclusive 
as the affirmative form. Frankly, I can 
see no d:fference between them. To me 
they mean exactly the same, and the 
committee on style was simply changing 
the style without any intention of chang
ing the substance. In fact, they had no 
·power to change the substance. It is 
merely a change of phraseology. 

The matter is discussed in the Federal
ist several times, and that is clear evi
dence of the views of Mr. Madison and 
Mr. Hamilton as to the meaning of the 
Constitution. The author of the Feder
alist, No. 52, says: 

The qualifications of the elected, being less 
carefully and properly defined by the State 
constitutions, and being at the same time 
more susceptible of uniformity. have been 
very properly considered and regulated by the 
convention. A Representative of the United 
States must be of the age of 25 years; must 
have been 7 years a citizen of the United 
States; must at the time of his election be an 
inhabital}t of the State he is to represent, and 
during the time of his service must be in no 
office in the United States. Under these rea
sonable limitations the door of this part of 
the Federal Government is open to merit of 
every description, whether native or adoptive, 
whet her young or old, and without regard to 
poverty or wealth. or to any particular pro-
fession of religious faith. · 

There is no suggestion whatever that 
any other qualifications can be imposed. 
In fact, in No. 57 the author says: 

Who are to be the objects of popular choice? 
;Every citizen whose merit may recommend 
him to the esteem and confidence of the 
country. No qualification of wealth, of birth, 
of religious faith, or of civil professions is 
permitted to fetter the judgment or disap
point the inclination of the people. 

It apparently had been argued that the 
poor might be excluded from Congress, 
but AlexandEr Hamilton, conceded to be 
the author of No. 60, answers this in the 
following language: 

The truth is that there is no method of 
securing to the rich the preference appre
hended but by prescribing qualifications of 
property either for those who may elect or be 
elected. ·But this forms ~10 part of the power 
to be conferred upon the National Govern
ment. Its authority would be expressly re
stricted to the regulation of the times, the 
places, the manner of elections. The qualifi
cations of the persons who may choose or be 
chosen, as has heen remarked upon other 
occasions,. are defined and fixed in the Con
stitution and are unalterable by the legis
lature. 
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This position is supported, in my opin

ion, by the great weight of authority. 
Mr. President, it seems to me that the 

views of the founders of the Constitution 
ought to be final. There are many prece
dents. There are some precedents one 
way, and there are precedents other ways. 
I believe that legislative precedents have 
much less effect than judicial precedents 
for the simple reason tha,t since Congress 
has the power to do things, it is very 
likely to do them whether it has any right 
to do them or not. I cannot give to legis
lative precedents the effect I give to the 
opinions and views of those who wrote the 
provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. OVERTON. When the Senator 

rose a few minutes ago he yielded to me, 
and I offered an amendment to the pend
ing Green amendment. My amendment 
provides: 

That since it appears that WILLLIAM LANGER 
has been duly elected a Senator of the United 
States from the State of North Dakota, and 
that the returns of such election :md the cre
dentials submitted to the Senate by the said· 
WILLIAM LANGER are valid, and since it fur
ther appears that the said WILLIAM LANGER 
has attained the ·age of 30 years, has been 
9 years a citizen of the United States, and 
was, when elected, an inhabitant of the State 
of North Dakota, the said WILLIAM LANGER 
cannot, by majority vote, be exclude,d from, 
or deprived of, a seat in the Senate of the 
United States. 

If I correctly follow the able argument 
being made by the Senator from Ohio, 
he entertains the same view-that is, 
that when a Sen~tor has been duly 
elected and meets the qualifications de
scribed by the Constitution, he cannot be 
excluded from his seat by a mere major
ity vote. 

Mr. TAFT. Yes; I agree entirely with 
the Senator's amendment on that point. 
I have not read all its terms. 

Mr. OVERTON. I understand that; 
but the Senator agrees with the principle 
of my amendment? 

Mr. TAFT. I do entirely. 
Mr. OVERTON. Of course, if such an 

amendment were adopted, then it would 
still leave with the Senate the power of 
expulsion, and a resolution could be sub
mitted providing for the expulsion of 
Senator LANGER. 

Mr. TAFT. I believe the Senate can 
expel any Member, and I believe it could 
even expel him for past offenses, but on 
the question of expulsion, I think he can 
only be expelled by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. OVERTON. I agree with the 
Senator. I think the authority to main
tain the honor and dignity of the Senate 
is contained in the power of expulsion, 
and does require a two-thirds vote, and 
I think very properly requires it. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I disagree 
completely with the first resolution pro
posed by the committee. As I read this 
resolution, it takes the position that the 
provision fo.r expulsion requiring a two
thirds vote can only be used for "disor
derly behavior during membership in the 
Senate." There is certainly nothing in 
the language of the Constitution to jus
tify such a conclusion. I see the com
mittee itself has offered a substitute. No 

limitation whatever is expressly stated 
on the power of either House to expel a 
Member, except that two-thirds of the 
other Members must concur. Simply 
because this power is contained in the 

• same sentence with authority to deter
mine the rules of proceedings and the 
punishment of Members for disorderly 
behavior, seems to me no justification 
whatever for confining the power of 
expulsion. 

The committee's own report does not 
support the suggestion that expulsion can 
only be for disorderly conduct. On pages 
5, 6, and 7, Mr. Justice Story is cited to 
the effect that expulsion may be in
flicted for criminal conduct committed 
in any place, and his view is supported 
by the early cases of William Blount and 
John Smith, charged with being parties 
to Aaron Burr's treason. They certainly 
were not guilty of disorderly behavior in 
the Senate. I believe that a Senator may 
be expelled, but not excluded, for moral 
turpitude, or treason, or even for views 
like communism, if they involve a belief 
in the overthrow of the Government by 
force, but only if the case is clear beyond 
doubt. 

Mr. Story is inclined to the view that 
expulsion cannot take place for a crime 
committed before the Senator is inducted 
into office, and there is a good deal of 
language to this effect to be found in 
various cases. I myself cannot under
stand why there should be any such lim
itation. I suggest that many of those 
who have said that expulsion could not 
be inflicted for crimes committed prior 
to a Senator's term have really believed 
that neither expulsion nor exclusion 
could be inflicted for past crime. If Tom 
Mooney, for instance, had been elected 
to the Senate after his release from 
prison, I think I should have voted to 
seat him. 

Whether a Communist should be ex
cluded or not, certainly a man should not 
be excluded because he was once a Com
munist. Even in the present case it ap
PE-ars to me that the committee is not 
attempting· to exclude Mr. LANGER be
cause of his alleged past crimes, but be
cause oi the alleged moral turpitucie now 
existing as revealed by those past crimes. 
So in the Smoot case, to which I shall 
refer later, the disqualification was 
sought on the ground of the Senator's 
membership in the Mormon Church, con
tinuing after he took his seat. 

My conclusion is that the S:mate's 
power to expel is unlimited, except that 
it must be based on a two-thirds vote, and 
must be exercised with the greatest re
straint. I shall state the reasons for 
that. It can be exercised in the case of 
moral turpitude or any other derogatory 
characteristics, certainly if the condition 
continues into the Senator's term. But 
the very fact that a two-thirds vote is 
required is a warning that this power 
should be exercised only when the case is 
clear beyond the shadow of a doubt. 

In the Constitutional Convention Mr. 
Madison insisted on the danger of this 
power. I quote from the reports of the 
convention: 

Mr. Madison observed that the right of 
expulsion (art. VI, sec. 6) was too important 
to be exercised by a bare majority of a 

quorum: and in emergencies of taction might 
be dangerously abused. He moved that "with 
the concurrence of two-thirds" might be in
serted between may and expel. 

Mr. Randolph and Mr. Mason approved the 
idea . 

By a vote of all but one State, the re
quirement of a majority was changed to 
two-thirds. 

The result of the committee's position 
is an extraordinary one. If a man com
mits a crime after being inducted into 
the Senate, a crime of which the facts 
are easy to discover and to judge, he can 
be expelled only by a two-thirds vote. 
If he committed a crime 10 years before 
his induction, and the facts are clouded 
in uncertainty and contradiction, as in 
this case, he can be excluded by a ma
jority vote. Certainly the wise men who 
drafted the Constitution had no such 
result in mind. 

PRECEDENTS 

It is true that there are a few prece
dents for excluding a man on account of 
past crime by a majority vote, but there 
has always been a conflict of opinion, 
and the reasoning which requires a two
thirds vote for expulsion seems to me 
very much sounder. In the cases I ha.ve 
read there was hardly ever action the 
other way without dissent. 

One of the cases relied on was that of 
Philip F. Thomas, of Maryland, who was 
excluded in 1868 on the ground of dis
loyalty. · The principal advocate of that 
course was Senator Sumner, of Massa
chusetts; and his speech shows the bitter 
feeling which existed during the recon
struction period, and at lea-st suggests 
that the decision was the result of pas
sion and prejudice. Senator Sumnet's 
argument was that loyalty to the Gov
ernment of which .. one is about "o become 
a member is a necessary and implied 
qualification. His entire argument is 
based upon that proposition, and would 
not apply to moral turpitude or any other 
quality. 

The case of B. F. Whittemore, in the 
House of Representatives, was based on 
a crime committed during one term, 
which resulted in Whittemore's resigna
tion. He resigned to avoid trial; . and 
when he was reelected he was excluded 
because the House thought he was try
ing to avoid the penalty of a crime com
mitted during his fir::;l term in the House. 
The case was not thoroughly considered 
by anyone, and seems to have relied 
largely on the Wilkes case in England. 
But the Wilkes case was no precedent, 
because the English Parliament has 
always been a law unto itself; and the 
makers of our Constitution attempted 
deliberately to change that condition. 

The principal reliance-and I think 
the only really substantial authority-for 
the committee's argument is th.:: Roberts 
case. I am convir1ctd that anyone who 
reads the reports and the debates in that 
case will be satisfied that the minority 
opinion is very much better argued and 
very much stronger. Roberts was a po
lygamist. The House was determined to 
be rid of him, and the minds of Members 
were not open to consider the constitu
tional questions involved. 

On the other hand, there is plenty of · 
authority the other way, besides that of 
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the founders of the Constitution which 
I have already cited. The most similar 
case-in fact, a parallel case-is that of 
Reed Smoot. He was accused , f being a 
member of the Merman Church, and ap
parently admitting the authority of that 
church to be supreme over the LUthority 
of the United States Government. He, 
himself, of course, was not a polygamist. 
That condition e~{isted before he pre
sented his credentials. It continued 
after he presented his credentials. 

He was sworn in without prejudice, just 
as Senator LANGER was sworn in without 
prejudice. The case-as in this case
continued for some 2 years, while the 

. investigation went on and the committee 
acted. In other words, the case seems 
to be parallel to that claimed to exist 
here, for the condition of moral turpi
tude of which the committee accuses Mr. 
LANGER existed before he presented his 
credentials and is alleged to continue 
today. The Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in the Smoot case recom
mended the exclusion of Mr. Smoot by 
a majority vote, as it has recommended 
in this case with respect to Mr. LANGER. 
The Senate decided, after debate, that 
the proper procedure was to expel him 
and not to exclude him, and so the reso
lution was amended to provide for a 
two-thirds vote. I know of no other basis 
for such a decision. The Senate then 
refused to expel Mr. Smoot on the facts 
found to exist. The action of the Senate 
in the Smoot case would require the 
Senate to amend the present resolution 
to require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I merely wished to have 

the Senator read the re~olution and see 
if it called for expulsion. 

Mr. TAFT. No; the Senate debated 
that question and turned down the reso
lution for expulsion and then inserted in 
the resolution a provision requiring a 
two-thirds vote. By what possible logic 
could it insert a provision in the resolu-

. tion requiring a two-thirds vote except 
on the ground that expulsion was the 
proper remedy? 

. Mr. AUSTIN. My answer is that there 
was no logic in it. 

Mr. TAFT. Of course, I have been 
maintaining that there was no logic in 
the precedents cited by the Senator from 
Vermont, so I have no objection to his 
feeling that there is no logic in the prece
dents cited by me; but they are prece
dents just the same. In that case the 
Senate decided that a two-thirds vote 
was required, which, it seems to me, could 
only be on the ground that expulsion W;:iS 

the proper remedy. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. ·president, will the 

S:mator yield? 
lVlr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. Is it not a fact that in 

the Reed Smoot case the provision for a 
two-thirds vote was added to the exclu
sion resolution? 

Mr. TAFT. No. I think it was added 
to a resolution, but I do not think the 
word "exclusion" was used in the reso
lution after it was amended. 

Mr. LUCAS. The original resolution 
reported by the committee was in the 
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same form as the second part of the 
pending resolution, which simply states: 

Resolved, That WILLIAM LANGER is .not en
titled to be a Senator of the United States 
from the State of North Dakota. • 

The resolution was based strictly on 
exclusion. The point I am making is 
that ult imately the Hopkins amendment, 
which added the provision for a two
thirds vote, was more or less of a legisla
tive monstrosity, because it added an ex
pulsion proposal to what seems to me to 
have been purely an exclusion resolution. 

Mr. TAFT. However, the resolution 
providing for a two-thirds vote was not 
an exclusion resolution. It did not say 
it was. It was simply a resolution that 
he was not entitled to a seat. A two
thirds vote was required to make that 
declaration. The only possible interpre
tation is that the Senate felt that it had 
to expel or not act at all. As a matter 
of fact, that was the principal subject of 
debate in the Sznate. 

I also call attention to the case of Ben
jamin Stark, a Senator from the State 
of Oregon, who presented his credentials 
in 1862 and was accused of disloyalty. 
The committee found that this disloyalty 
had existed before Mr. Star}{ was elected. 
Nevertheless, the Senate considered onlY 
a resolution to expel, which was finally 
defeated on the facts of the case. 

The argument whi~h I have made was 
most completely and soundly presented in 
the Smoot case by Senator Philander C. 
Knox, of Pennsylvania. I have not im
proved, and I do not want to improve, on 
the argument made by him in that case, 
to the effect that exclusion could not be 
supported except on the ground of lack 
of qualifications expressly stated in the 
Constitution. I think his authority is 
most effective. Hl had been Attorney 
General of the United States under 
President Theodore Roosevelt. At that 
time he was a United States Senator. 
He was subsequently Secretary of State 
for 4 years; and following that was ~.gain 
elected to the Senate. In my opinion he 
was one of the best eonstitutional lawyers 
we have seen, at least since 1900. 

It is my view that many of those who 
have said that a Senator should not be 
expell~d for crime committed before his 
election have taken that position only 
because they believe that no action what
ever should be takeP for past crime in 
any case. Every argument which can 
be used against expulsion for past crime 
is certainly a valid argument agains ~ ex
clusion for past crime .' 

Certainly if a man has changed his 
views, or has changed the position in 
which he was, the Senate should not go 
back into past history. The Senate 
should act only if his present character 
is affected. That is the only ground I 
can see on which action could be taken. 
The committee itself admits it. If it is 
the present character of a man which 
governs, then the case is a proper case 
for expulsion. That certainly seems to 
me to exclude the necessity for any ex
clusion resolution or any need to argue 
that the power exists. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
.Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I presume the Senator 
would be glad to discuss a part of the 
record, in the Smoot case. Robert W. 
Taylor conducted the presentation of the 
case against Mr. Smoot. Among other 
things, he said: 

In the present case the power of expul
sion could be invoked, because the claim is 
made that the status of Senator Smoot, h is 
relation to this law-defying hierarchy, his 
own attitude toward law, the view that he 
takes of his capacity to receive revelations 
from Almighty God, all indicate a present 
status that, if necessary, brings it within the 
power of the Senate to expel. 

That was ·a case in which the charac
teristic of an act or a condition existed 
during the term of membership, and fell 
directly within the language of the Con
stitution providing for expulsion. 

Mr. TAFT. However, certainly the 
committee is not going to exclude some
one because 10 years ago he was guilty 
of moral turpitude. if since that time he 
"got religion," let us say. I cannot see 
any basis whatever for either expulsion 
or exclusion, as a matte.· of fact, for past 
crime in and of itself unless there is 
some present, existing condition, and I 
think that is what people mean when 
they refuse to expel for past crime. I 
think the Smoot case shows clearly that 
they thought they could expel for a con
dition which existed before, and con
tinued into the time of the Senator's 
service. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The last remark of the 
Senator does correspond to the subject 
of my interrogatory. What he said be
fore did not. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, my con
clusion is that, under the circumstances 
alleged in the present case, the Senate 
has power only to expel Mr. LANGER, but 
it has such power only by a two-thirds 
vote. I believe that the first section of 
the committee resolution should be re
jected, and the second section amended 
to requi.re a two-thirds vote before ac
tion is finally taken. 

In considering the question of expul
sion, action should be taken only in the 
clearest possible case. I do not say that 
the Senate should not in some cases expel 
for conditions revealed by past crimes, 
but I do say that it is a dangerous power. 
It may be used by. majoritie·s to exclude 
minorities from partic'pation in the 
Government; it may be used to defeat 
the very freedoms which a democrat'c 
form of government was intended to 
aseure. 

Perhaps the most justifiable use of the 
power would be when no other remedy 
could be found to secure a deserved pun
ishment. Thus, if a Senator had com
plete control of the machinery of just'ce 
in his . own s : ate, the Senate should be 
more inclined to act, but in this case a 
political opponent of Mr. LANGER is now 
Governor. Two of the charges against 
Mr. LANGER are charges of bribery dur
ing his last term as GJvernor. If they 
are charges of bribzry they should be 
prosecuted in the courts of North Da
kota, because in the courts a much fairer 
trial can be had than can ever be con
ducted by a legislative body, even by the 
Senate of the United States. I feel very 
strongly that Congress should not set 
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itself up to try a man for past crime or 
moral character unless it is the only pos
sible method of procedure. Legislative 
justice is the poorest kind of justice. 

I should like to read what Dean Roscoe 
Pound, formerly of the Harvard Law 
School, and, I think, the greatest student 
of jurisprudence in the world today, has 
to say about legislative justice and the 
necessity of avoiding a legislative trial 
of any kind, if it can possibly be done. 

He says-referring to examples of leg
islative justice: 

Examples of legislative justice may be found 
in the Greek trials before popular assemblies, 
in the Roman capital trials before the people 
and appeals to the people in criminal causes, 
in the Germanic administ ration of justice by 
the assemblies of freemen, in the judicial 
power of the English Parliament, in the power 
of the French Senate to "pass judgment upon 
the President of the Republic and the minis
ters and to take cognizance of attacks upon 
the security of the state," in the judicial 
power of the German Bundesrath, in the ex
ercise of judicial power by American colonial 
legislatures and to some extent by State leg
islatures after the Revolution, in legislative 
impeachments, and in the disposition of 
claims against the State in mo.:;t of ouY Com
monwealt hs today. Some of these instances 
are of no great value for f\Ur purposes, because 
they are taken from primitive societies in 
which all justice was crude. But for the most 
part they are modern, or relatively modern, 
and enable us to determine with assurance the 
characteristics of legislative justice. Exam
ining the actual operation of legislative Jus
tice in the several cases named, it may be said 
without ht:sitation that in action it exhibits 
all the bad fea t ures of justice without law. 

In the first place, legislative justice is un
equal, uncertain, and capricious. Bills of at
tainder, even in modern times, were too often 
merely legislative lynchings, and bills of pains 
and penalties, of which there were many ex
amples during and immediately after t h e Rev
olu tion, were enacted capriciously, were pro
cured on grounds of ill will in relatively trivial 
cases as well as in the grave caees involving 
danger to the Commonwealth for which they 
were supposed to be reserved, and became de
servedly odious. In Rhode Island, we are told, 
legislative divorces were sought and granted 
in cases that were "too flimsy or too whimsi
cal for judicial treatment." 

Again-

In the second place-
legislative justice in its relatively short his
tory in this country and in the relatively small 
number of cases in which it was exercised 
showed the influence of personal solicitation, 
lobbying, and even corruption far beyond 
anything which even th,., most bitter oppon
ent of our judicial sys+.em has charged agailli!t 
the courts in the course o!: a long h istory and 
afte,. disposition of a huge volume of litiga
tion. 

Thirdly, legislative justice has always proved 
highly sru:ceptible to the influence of passicn 
and prejudice. This was very marked in the 
Greek popular courts and was, indeed, so 
much a matter of coursP that rhetoricians 
taught the principles o.i: appeals to the passion 
and prejudice of the tribunal and cons:dered 
the cases where suer ap!'l~als were expedien t. 

This feature of legislative justice was one 
of the chief causes of the odium which at
tached to acts of attainder and bills of pains 
and penalties at the end of tbe eighteenth 
century It is equally marked in legislative 
impeachments. 

Closely related to the foregoing character
istic of legislative justlct> is a fourth, namely, 
the preponduance o~ purely partisan or 
political motives as grounds of decision. This 
is a conspicuous feature of legislat ive deter-

mination and adjustment at claims against 
the state. It is conspicuous also in legisla
tive impeachments. It was notorious in the 
appellate jurisdiction of the House of Lords, 
until the ~ettled practice that only law lords 
should vote turned the judicial side of that 
body into an ordinary ccurt of justice. It 
furnished one of the chief reasons for the 
abolition Jf the appellate jurisdiction of the 
senRte in New York in 1846 

Finally, legislative justicE' has been dis
figured very generally by the practice of par
ticipation in argument and decision by many 
who bad not beard all the evidence, and 
participation in the decision . by many wbo 
had not heard all tr.e arguments. This was 
notorious when lay peer., passed upon causes 
in the House of Lords. and is often con
spicuous in analagous cases of impeachments 
and legislative investigations Such a prac
t ice is wholly unkn'JWI' in judicial justice, 
nor would the public tolerate it in judicial 
tribunals 

Of course, the pending case exhibits a 
number of those faults. The Senator 
from Illinois, in making his opening 
statement, said that of course the Senate 
was not bound by any rules of evidence. 
Hearsay evidence was taken-evidence 
.was t aken without opportunity to cross
examine. I do not blame the committee, 
I merely say that . is part of legislative 
procedure. Documents were put in the 
record without the slightest chance to 
determine their validity or to determine 
the facts regarding which they purport
ed to speak . "Everything goes" in a 
legislative trial. 

In many instances there has been no 
cross-examination, I am told; and un
less the committee is very unlike other 
committees of the Senate, I think it is 
certain that many members of the com
mntee were absent at practically all of 
the hearings held by the committee. 
They pa rtic:pate, as Dean Pound said in 
the decision, without having heard all 
the evidence. Certainly no one can claim 
that a majority of the Senate has been 
present at any tinie iuri·ng the trial of 
Senator LANGER. The RECORD shows a 
quorum from time to time, but the quo
rum is merely -a temporary quorum. 
After all, our way is not the way of a 
court, and no legislative body can act as 
a court can act. 

The conclusion to which all of this 
leads us is that we should avoid such 
trials if we possibly can. If the facts are 
clear, if convictions have been obtained, 
if the evider.ce can simply be analyzed 
and pass.ed upon, the danger is not so 
great. However, certainly I do not think 
that the S <mate should ever go back, as 
the committee went back, and go through 
the whole record of a man's past life, act 
as an investfgator and a prosecutor, and 
dig up the facts; and certainly it seems 
to me rather extraordinary that, if we 
did undertake a trial, there should be 
anything in the record or in the reports 
except what is contained in the green 
book. I know that the Senate's legisla
tive procedures are peculiar, but person
ally I do not think that that kind of pro
cedure should be tolerated. 

In conclusion, I can only state th~t I 
believe the Senate should be exceedingly 
loath to expel any man on the ground of 
moral character as exhibited by alleged 
past criminal acts. I do not believe the 
Senate should undertake to investigate 

the complicated facts of a dozen alleged 
crimes spread over the last 20 years. 

I think I have read the whole of the 
record contained in the green book. I 
have not read the rest of the affidavits 
and testimony, which has never been 
printed; but I have read the green book; 
and there are still many facts which I 
cannot judge, many contradiction~ which 
it is impossible to reconcile. A judge who 
passed on this kind of a record would 
merely come back and say, "Give this 
gentleman a new trial; I want to get all 
the facts on the case before I pass on it 
at all." 

It seems to me that the Senate should 
not go back and undertake an elaborate 
trial on the facts; and I object to having 
to determine one way or the other the 
facts which are presented in the present 
record. 

Some of the conclusions are not found 
in the record at all, but in a file of affi
davits which has been available to the 
committee. In every case the commit
tee's conclusions are questioned and dis
puted. In the record which I have read 
I do not find the evidence required in my 
opinion to expel from the Senate a man 
elected by the people of a sovereign State. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, before 
the Senator takes h is .seat, will he yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I assume that if the 
Senator has made an inadvertent mis
take he would like to have his attention 
called to it now; is that correct? 

Mr. TAFT. I should be glad to have 
that done. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I understood the Sena
tor to rely upon the Blount case as a 
case illustrating the expulsion of a Mem
ber of the Senate for an act committed 
before his membership. Dld I correctly 
understand the Senator in that con
nection? . 

Mr. TAFT. No; I did not refer to the 
Blount case in that connection. As a 
matter of fact, the Blount case and the 
Smith case I cited only to dispute the 
committee's resolution that we could ex
pel only for disorderly conduct in the 
Senate. That is the way the committee 
resolution reads. 

I said that in those cases there was 
no disorderly conduct. During their 
terms those two men were accused of 
acts which took place way west of the 
Allegheny Mountains--in connection 
with the Burr conspiracy, as I remember. 
So I did not purport to rely upon the 
Smith and Blount cases in the connec
tion to which the Senator refers. 

However, I cited the Stark case, in 
Oregon, as a case involving acts which 
had occurred before the man's term 
began. 

Mr. AUSTIN. In order to keep the 
record straight, the Blount case was not 
connected with the Aaron Burr con
spiracy, as I understood the Senator from 
Ohio to claim , but involved corrupt prac
t ices in con:r;1ect ion with the administra
tion of the Indian Department. 

The Smith cas e arose during Smith's 
term of office. The le~ter on which he 
was expelled was dated dui'in g his term 
of office; and the Smith case, which was 
connected with the Bur r conspiracy. 
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arose during the term and membership 
of the Senator expelled. 

Mr. TAFT. The Senator is entirely 
correct; both the Blount and Smith cases 
involved crimes which occurred during 
the terms of office of the Senators. I did 
not cite them for the purpose of proving 
anything otherwise. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. The very able Senator 

from Ohio has discussed the question of 
procedure and seriously objected to what 
has been done in connection with the 
investigation of the case against Senator 
LANGER. In order to keep the record 
straight, I should like to refresh the recol
lection of tbe Senatcr. 

The sen-ior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CONNALLYJ;as chairman of the Commit
tee on Privileges and Elections in the 
early history of this case, · brought in a 
resolution-senate Resolution 118-
which was submitted to the Sena:te, and 
which was unanimously adopted. The 
resolution gave the committee and the 
investigators the authority to do what 
has been done in this particular case. 
I merely mention that in the hope that 
the Senator from Ohio will take his share 
of the responsibility for what was done in 
the way of investigation. 

Mr. TAFT. I had no criticism to make 
of the committee; I did not claim that 
the committee did not have authority to 
do what it did. Of course, at the time 
the resolutiom was adopted we gave no 
consideration whatever to the question; 
we merely passed what tl1e -committee 
asked us to pass. Now that I have had 
time to examine the question, I think 
what we did was a mistake. I have what
ever responsibility any Member of the 
Senate has who voted for the resolution. 

I make no criticism of the committee. 
My criticism is of the attempt to conduct 
a trial for past crime in the Congress of 
the United States. I should like to read 
Dean Pound's conclusion. He says: 

Moreover, admi~istration of justice by large 
bodies of this sort, along with or in the inter
vals of political business, is necessarily cum
t.ersome and expensive - In sum, legislative 
justice is uncer1ain, crude at its best, and 
capricious at its worst, cumbersome and ex
pensive. with no corresponding advantages. 
Hence. from the Twelve Tables to modern 
constitutions men ha:ve agreed in prohibiting 
it. The provisions of modern constitutions 
in this respect represent more than the influ
ence of eighteenth-cP.r .. tury theory. They 
represent a universal experience of the ills 
involved in legislative justice. 

We may have to perform the task of 
determining who shall be Members of the 
Se.nate, of passing on them at times, but 
certainly we should in all but the very 

· clearest cases avoid the task of attempt
ing to conduct here a legislative trial. 
INCREASE IN THE DEBT LIMIT-CONFER

ENCE REPORT 

Mr. GEORGE submitted a conference 
report, which was ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6691) to increase the .~ebt limit of the United 

States, to further amend the Second Liberty 
. Bond Act, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ment. 

WALTER F. GEORGE, 
HARRY i'. BYRD, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. L. DauGHTON, 
THOS. H. CULLEN, 
JERE CooPER, 
FRANK CROWTHER, 
HAROLD KNUTSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. ELLENDER. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERR~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
RosiER in the chair) laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which. were referred to the 
P.ppropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceeaings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported 
favorably the nominations of several 
postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the · 
calendar. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Frank J. Duffy to be collector of 
customs for customs collection district 
No. 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

POSTMASTER 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Albert A. Stebbins to be post
master at Garber, Okla. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of John Warren O'Donnell to be 
assistant surgeon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Stephen John Lange to be as
sistant surgeon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Fred L. Wommack to be a55istant 
surgeon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

COAST GUARD 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast Guard. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I ask unanimous 
consent that the nominations in the 
Coast Guard be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Coast 
Guard are confirmed en bloc. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. ll:LLENDER. I ask that the nomi
nations in the Coast and Geodetic Sur
vey be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey are confirmed en 
bloc. That concludes the calendar. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I ask that the Presi
dent be immediately notified of all con
firmations of yesterday and today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the· President will be notified 
forthwith of all confirmations. 
PROTOCOL ON UNIFORMITY OF POWERS 

OF ATTORNEY 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, there 
is on the calendar a protocol, Executive 
A, Seventy-seventh Congress, second ses
sion, which I should like to have ratified 
at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider th~ protocol, Executive A, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, second ses
sion, a protocol on uniformity of powers 
of attorney, which -~.re to be utilized 
abroad, which was read the second time, 
as follows: 
THE ENGLISH TEXT OF PROTOCOL ON UNI

FORMITY OF POWERS OF ATTORNEY WHICH 
ARE To BE U,TILIZED ABROAD 

Thlt Seventh International Conference of 
American States approved the following reso
lution (No. XLVIII) : 

"The Seventh International Conference of 
American States, resolves: 

"1. That th€. Governing Board of the Pan 
American Union shall appoint a Commission 
of five experts, to draft a project for simpli
fication and uniformity of powers of attor
ney, and the juridical personality of foreign 
companies, if such uniformity is possible. If 
such uniformity is not possible, the Com
mission shall suggest the most adequate pro
cedure for reducing to a minimum both the 
number of different systems of legislation on 
these subjects and the reservations made to 
the several conventions. 

·"2. The report should be issued in 1934, 
and be given to the Governing Board of the 
Pan American Union in order that it may 
submit it to the consideration of all the 
Governments, members of the Pan American 
Union, for the purposes indicated." 

The committee of experts appointed by the 
Governing Board of the Pan American Union 
pursuant to the above resolution prepared a 
draft of uniform legislation governing pow
ers of attorney to be utilized abroad, which 
was submitted by the Governing Board to the 
governments, members of the Pan American 
Union, and revised in accordance with the 
observations of the said governments. 

A number of the governments of the Amer
ican Republics have indicated that they are 
prepared to subscribe to the principles of the 
said draft, and to give them conventional 
expression, in the following terms: 

ARTICLE I 

Powers of attorney granted in the coun
tries, comprising the Pan American Union, 
for utilization abroad, shall conform to the 
following rules: 
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1. If the power of attorney is executed by 

or on behalf of a natural person, the attest
ing official (notary, registrar, clerk of court, 
judge or any other official upon whom the 
law of the respective country confers such 
functions) shall certify from his own knowl
edge to the identity of the appearing party 
and to his legal capacity to execute the in
strument. 

2. If the power of attorney is executed in the 
name of a third person, or if it is delegat ed 
or if there is a substitution by the agent, the 
attesting official, in addition to certifying, in 
re;sard to the representative who execut Es 
the power of attorney, or delegates or malres 
a substitution, to the requirements mentioned 
in the foregoing paragraph, shall also certify 
that such represent ative has in fact the au
thority to represent the person in who<:e 
na~e he appears, and that this representa
tion is legal according to such authentic doc
uments as for this purpose are er.hibited to 
said attesting official and which the latt€r 
shall mention specifically, giving their dates, 
and their origin or source. 

3. If the power of attorney is executed in 
the name of a juridical person, in addition 
to the certification referred to in the fore
going paragraphs, the attesting official shall 
certify, with respect to the juridical person in 
whose name the power is executed, to its 
due organization, its home office, its present 
legal existence, and that the purposes for 
which the instrument is granted are within 
the scope of the objects or activities of the 
juridical person; which declarations shall be 
based on the documents which for that pur
pose are presented to the official, such as the 
instrument of organization, bylaws, resolu
tions of the board of directors or other gov
erning body, and such other legal documents 
as shall substantiate the authority conferred. 
The attesting official shall specifically men
tion these documents, giving their dates and 
their origin. 

ARTICLE ll 
The certification made by the attesting 

official pursuant to the provisions of the fore
going article, shall not be impugned except 
by proof to the contrary produced by the 
person challenging its accuracy. 

For this purpose, it shall not be necessary 
to allege falsity of the document if the ob
jection is founded only on ap erroneous legal 
construction or interpretation made by the 
official in his certification. 

ARTICLE ill 

It shall be unnecessary for · the grantee of 
a power of attorney to signify therein his ac
ceptance of the mandate; such acceptance 
being conclusively presumed by the grantee's 
acting under the power. 

ARTICLE IV 
Special powers of attorney to authorize acts 

of ownership granted in any of the countries 
of the Pan American Union·, for use in another 
member country, must specify in concrete 
terms the nature of the powers conferred, to 
enable the grantee to exercise all the rights 
necessary for the proper execution of the 
power with respect to property as well as to 
the taking of all necessary steps before the 
tribunals or administrative authorities in de
fense thereof. 

General powers of attorney for the admin
istration of property shall be sufficient, if 
expressly granted with that general character, 
to empower the grantee to consummate all 
manner of administrative acts, including the 
prosecution and defense of law suits and ad
ministrative and judicial proceedings, in con
nection with the administration of the 
property. 

General powers of attorney for lawsuits, 
collections or administrative or judicial pro
ceedings, when so worded as to indicate that 
they confer all general powers and all such 
special powers as, according to the law, or-· 
dinarily require a special clause, shall be 

deemed to be granted without any limitation 
or restriction whatever. 

The provisions of this article shall have 
the character of a special rule which shall 
prevail over such general rules to the con
trary as the legislation of the respective coun
try may establish. 

ARTICLE V 
Powers of attorney gJ;anted in any of the 

member countries of the Pan American Union, 
which are executed in conformity with the 
rules of this Protocol, shall be given full faith 
and credit, provided, however , that they are 
legalized in accordance with the special rules 
governing legalization. 

ARTICLE VI 
Powers of attorney granted abroad and in 

a foreign language may be translated into the 
language of the country of their destination 
and the translation incorporated as part of 
the text of the instrument thereof. In such 
case, the translation, so authorized by the 
grantor, shall be deemed accurate in every · 
particular. · The translation of the power of 
attorney may also be made in the country 
where the power is to be utilized, in accord
ance with the local usage or pertinent laws 
of such a country. 

ARTICLE Vll 
Powers granted in a foreign country do ~at 

require as a prerequisite their registration or 
protocolization thereof in designated offices. 
However, this rule will not pre·:ail when the 
registration or protocolization of such instru
ments is required by th-e law as a special 
formality in specific r.ases. 

ARTICLE VIII 
Any person who may, pursuant to the per

tinent legislation, intervene or become a 
party in a judicial or administrative pro
ceeding for the defense of his interests, may 
be represented by a volunteer, on condition, 
however, that such representative shall fur
nish the necessary legal authority in writing, 
or that, pending the due mbstanti~:>tion of 
his authority, such representative shall fur
nish bond, at the discretion of the competent 
tribunal or administrative authority, to re
spond for the costs or damages which his 
action may occasion. 

ART:J:CLE IX 
In the case of powers of attorney, executed 

in any of the countries of the Pan American 
Union in accordance with the foregoing pro
visions, to be utilized in any other member 
country of the Union, notaries duly commis
sioned as such under the laws of their respec
tive countries shall be deemed to have au
thority to exercise functions and powers 
equivalent to those accorded to native no
taries by the laws and regulations of (name 
of country), without prejudice, however, to 
the necessity of protocolization of the instru
ment in the cases referred to in article VII. 

ARTICLE X 

What has .been said in the foregoing ar
ticles with respect to notaries, shall apply 
with equal force to the authorities or officl.als 
that exercise notru:ial functions under the 
laws of their respective countries. 

ARTICLE XI · 
The original of the present Protocol in 

Spanish, Portuguese, English and French, 
under the present date shall be deposited in 
the Pan American Union and opened for sig
nature by the States, members of the Pan 
American Union. 

ARTICLE XII 
The present Protocol is operative as re

spects each High Contracting Party on the 
date of signature by such Party. It shall be 
open for signature on behalf of any of the 
States, members of the Pan American Union 
and shall remain operative indefinitely, but 
any Party may terminate its own obligations 
hereunder three months after it has given to 

the Pan American Union . notice of such in
tention. 

Notwithstanding the stipulations of the 
foregoing paragraph any State desiring to do 
so may sign the present Protocol AD REFER
ENDUM, which Protocol in this case, shall not 
take effect, · with respect to such St ate, until 
after -the deposit of the instrument of ratifi 
cation , in conformity with its cQnstitutional 
procedure. 

ARTICLE XIll 
Any State desiring to approve the present 

Protccol with modificatiOiis may indicate, 
when signing the Protocol, the form in which 
the instrument will be given effect within 
its territory. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned Plen
ipotentiaries, having deposited their full 
powers found to be in due and proper form, 
sign this Protocol on behalf of their respec
tive governments, and affix thereto their seals 
on the dates appearing opposite their sig
natures. 

The foregoing document has been depos
ited on this date with the Pan American 
Union and opened to the signature· of the 
States, members of the Pan American Union 
in accordance with the resolution of January 
3, 1940, of the Governing Board of the Pan 
American Union. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1940. 
(S) L. S . ROWE, 

Director General of Pan Amer·ican Union. 

[Translation] 
FOR VENEZUELA: 

The Representative of Venezuela signs the 
present Protocol with the following modifi
cation of section 1 of the .first article: 

"1. If the· power of attorney is executed by 
oro~ behalf of a natural person, the attesting _ 
official (notary, registrar, clerk of court, judge 
or any other official upon whom the law of 
the respective country confers such func-· 

· tion) shall certify that he knows the person 
executing the instrument and that he has 
the legal capacity to execute it, according to 
the documents he has produced." 

FOR p ANAMA: 

(S) DIOGENES ESCALANTE 
February 20, 1940 [SEAL] 

(S) JoRGE E. BoYD ad referendum 
April 10, 1940 [SEAL] 

FOR EL SALVADOR: 
(S) HECTOR DAVID CASTRO 

ad referendum 
~ay 21, 1940 (SEAL] 

(The Salvadorean instrument of ratifica
tion was deposited with the Pan American 
Union on February 6, 1941. Contains the fol
lowing "modifying reservations": 
. "(a) Article IX, as respects its application 
mEl Salvador, shdl be considered as reading 
as follows: 

" 'Article IX. Powers of attorney executed 
in any of the countries of the Pan American 
U:n.ion in accordance with the foregoing pro
VIsiOns and in conformity with the laws of 
the country of origin to be utilized in any 
other country of the Union, shall be consid
ered as having been executed before a compe
tent notary of the country in which they may 
be utilized, without prejudice, however, to the. 
necessity of protocolization of the instrument 
in the cases referred to in Article VII.' 

"(b) The reservation is made to Article VIii 
that unauthorized action by the a'ttorney, as 
plaintiff or defendant, cannot be admitted in 
judicial or administrative matters for which 
Salvadoran laws require that representation 
be accredited by a special power of attorney.") 
FOR COLOMBIA: 

"The Plenipotentiary of Colombia signs the 
Protocol on the Legal Regime of Powers of 
Attorney ad referendum to approval by the 
National Congress, making the reservation 
that Colombian legislation set forth in Article 
2590. of the Civil Code, provides that notaries 
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are responsible only !or the form and not !or 
the substance of the acts and contracts which 
they authenticate." 

(S) GABRIEL TuRBAY 
May 25, 1940 [sEAL] 

FoR NICARAGUA: 
(S) LE6N DE BAYLE ad referendum 

May 27, 1940 [sEAL] 
FoR BRAZIL: 

(S) CARLOS MARTINS PEREmA E SOUSA 
September 6, 1940 [SEAL] 

FoR BoLIVIA: 
"The Plenipotentiary of Bolivia signs the 

present protocol with the following clarifica
tion cf Article I, Section 2: 

"For the correct application of Article I, 
Section 2, of the Protocol on Uniformity of 
the Legal Regime of Powers of Attorney in 
the territory of the Republic of Bolivia it is 
necessary that the notary or official charged 
with the authentication of documents insert 
in ·the Powers of Attorney which are executed 
by delegation or by subst itution the integral 
text of the original Powers of Attorney and of 
all those documents which prove the legal 
capacity of the person conferring -the Power 
of Attorney." 

(S) LUIS GUACHALLA ad referendum 
September 26, 1940 [SEAL] 

FOR THE UNITEI: STATES OF AMERICA: 
(S) CORDELL HULL a( referendum 

October 3, 1941. [SEAL] 
I hereby cert ify that the foregoing docu

ment is a true and faithful copy of the origi
nal, with the signatures affixed thereto up to 
the present date, of the Protocol on Uni
formity of Powers of Attorney which are to 
be Utilized Abroad, deposited in the Pan 
American Union and opened for signature by 
the States, members of the Pan American 
Union, on February 17, 1940. 

Washington, D. C., October 7, 1941. 
(SEAL J PEDRO DE ALBA, 

Secretary of the Governing Board 
of the Pan American Union. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will not the Senator 
make a statement concerning the 
protocol? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, this 
is not a matter of very transcendent 
importance. It is a convention with 
Latin-American nations relating to 
powers of attorney to be utilized in deal
ings between nationals of our Govern
ment and those of the signatory nations. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 
reported the protocol unanimously, and 
the acting minority leader, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN], I under
stand, has no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
protocol is before the Senate and open to 
amendment. If there be no amendment 
to be proposed, the protocol will be 
reported to the Senate. 

The protocol was reported to the Sen
ate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
resolution of ratification will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators pres

ent concurring therein), That the Senate ad
vise and consent to the ratification of Execu
tive A, Seventy-seventh Congress, second ses
sion, comprising a protocol on uniformity of 
powers of attorney which are to be utilized 
abroad, signed for the United Stat es on Octo
ber 3, 1941. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution 
of ratification. [Putting the question.J 
Two-thirds of the Senators present con
curring therein, the resolution of ratifica-

tion is agreed to, and the protocol is 
ratified. 

RECESS 

Mr. ELLENDER. As in legislative 
session, I move that the Senate take a 
recess until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
5 o'clock and 8 minutes p.m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
March 25, 1942, at 12 o'clock noon. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate March 24 (legislative day of 
March 5) , 1942: 

COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION 

Earl G. Harrison, of Pennsylvania, to be 
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturaliza
tion, United States Department of Justice, 
vice James L. Houghteling. resigned. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE 
Thomas F. Corbally, of Montana, to be 

register of the land office at Great Falls, 
Mont. Reappointment . 

William G . Johnson, of Wyoming, to be 
register of the land office at Cheyenne, Wyo. 
Reappointment . 

APPOINTMEN':I:' IN THE NAVY 
Capt. Clifford E. Van Hook to be a rear 

admiral in the Navy foi' temporary service, 
to rank from the 28th day of November 1941. 

POSTMASTERS 
The following-named persons to be post-

masters: · 
ALABAMA 

Albert W. Darby, Florence, Ala., in place of 
A. W. Darby. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 16, 1941. 

ARKANSAS 
Lee Rea, Caraway, Ark., in .place of Lee Rea. 

Incumbent's commission expired November 
27, 1941. 

Samuel K. Purdy, Carthage, Ark., in place of 
S. K. Purdy. Incumbent's comml.ssion ex
pired November 27, 1941. 

William E. Carpenter, Cave City, Ark., in 
place of W. E. Carpenter. Incumbent's com
mission expired February 2, 1942. 

Clarence G. Cooper, Fouke, Ark., in place or 
C. G. Cooper. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 18, 1941. 

Ralph T. Ferguson, Marshall, Art., in place 
of W. S. Daniel, resigned. 

James L. Willson, More, Ark., in place of 
J. L. Willson. Incumbent's commission ex
pired August 23, 1941. 

Samuel C. Scott, Wheatley, Ark., in place ot 
S. C. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired 
November 27, 1941. 

CALIFORNIA 
Walter D. Cannon, Campo, Calif. Office 

became Presidential October 1, 1941. 
Charles M. Rice, Hamilton City, Calif., in 

place of C. M. Rice. Incumbent's commission 
expired November 30, 1941. 

Emelia S. Schutt, Lafayette, Calif., in place 
of E. S. Schutt. Incumbent's commission 
expired November 30, 1941. 

Ernest Lavagnino, San Juan Bautista, Calif .. 
in place of Anna McMichael, resigned. 

Floyd M. Filson, Tennant, Calif., in place 
of F. M. Filson. Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 30, 1941. 

Benjamin H. Steeg, Twentynine Palms, 
Calif., in place of B. H. Steeg. Incumbent 's 
commission expired December 23, 1941. 

CONNECTICUT 
Thomas P. Smith, Brooklyn, Conn., in place 

of T. P. Smith. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 1, 1941. 

Samuel M. Bella; Centerbrook, Conn., in 
place of S. M. Bella. Incumbent's commis
sion expires March 25, 1942. 

FLORIDA 
Thomas F. Connell, Weirsdale, Fla., in place 

of T. F. Connell. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 1, 1941. 

GEORGIA 
Homer Roy Cobb, Ball . Ground, Ga., in 

place of H. R. Cobb. Incumbent's commis
sion expired December 20, 1941 . 

Luther P, Goolsby, Carlton, Ga., in place 
of L. P. Goolsby. Incumbent's commission 
expired November 30, 1941. 

Paul C. Sewell, Cave Spring, Ga., in place · 
of P. C. Sewell. Incumbent's commission ex
pired March 24, 1942. 

Fannie M. Vaughn, Jeffersonville, Ga., in 
place of F. M. Vaughn. Incumbent's coni
mission expired March 24, 1942. 

Dewey G. Burnette, Rockmart, Ga., in place 
of D. G. Burnette. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 24, 1942. 

Clarence B. Cooley, Sandersville, Ga ., in 
place of C. B. Cooley. Incumbent's commis
sion expired February 4, 1942. 

Alice V. Ethridge, Sparks, Ga., in place of 
A. V. Ethridge. Incumbent's commission ex
pired Novemb ::; r 30, 1941. 

Bertha L. Boyd, Union Point, Ga., in place 
• of B. L. Boyd. Incumbent's commission ex

pired March 24, 1942. 
Robert B. Bryan, Wrightsville, Ga., in place 

of R. B. Bryan. Incumbent's commission ex
pired March 24, 1942. 

IDAHO 
Matt H. Moshinsky, St. Maries, Idaho, in 

place .of M. H. Donovan, resigned. 
ILLINOIS 

Melvin Manecke, Argenta, Til., in place of 
Melvin Manecke. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 2, 1941. 

Gerd Willms, Cres~.-ent City, Til., in place 
of Gerd Willms. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 2, 1941. 

Alice D. Condit, Elsah, Til., in place o! 
A. D. Condit. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 2, 1941. 

Warthen K. Kimball, Gurnee, Til., in plaCJ3 
of W. K. Kimball. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 1, 1941. 

Keith K. Angle, Hillview, Til., in place of 
K. K. Angle. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 2, 1941. 

Urban A. Tempel, Ivesdale, Til., in place of 
U. A. Tempel. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 2, 1941. ~ 

Henry Dwyer, Ladd, Til., in place of Henry 
Dwyer. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 19, 1941. 

Virginia D. Wall, Nebo, Til., in place of V. D. 
Wall . Incumbent's commission expires 
March 25, 1942. 

Charles T. Gilbert, New Canton, Til., in 
place of C. T. Gilbert. Incumbent's com
mission expired December 2, 1941. 

Moll1e E. Patterson, Waltonville, Til., in 
place of M. E. Patterson. Incumbent's com-
mission expired December 2, 1941. . 

Mart ha H. Prevo, West Union, lll., in place 
of M. H. Prevo. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 2, 1941. 

INDIANA 
Marjorie I. St evens, Cynthiana, Ind., in 

place of M. I. S tevens. Incumbent's com
m ission expired December 6, 1941. 

Jane Agnes Quinlan, Holy Cross, Ind., in 
place of J. A. Quinlan. Incumbent's com
mission expired December 6, 1941. 

Theodore V. Koont z, Monticello, Ind., in 
place of A. R . Staggs, deceased. 

IOWA 
Ida D. McCauley, Lucas, Iowa, in place o! 

I. D. McCauley. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 7, 1941. 
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Vivian A. Meredith, Norway, Iowa, in place 

of V. A. Meredith. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 7 , 1941. . 

Ida E. Heffernen, Peosta, Iowa. Office be
came Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Martin S. Copenhaver, Ralston, Iowa, in 
place of M.S. Copenhaver. Incumbent's com
mission expired December 7, 1941. 

Oscar G . Sharp, Seymour, Iowa, in place of 
0. G. Sharp. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 23, 1941. 

KANSAS 

Clarence E. Yockey, Erie, Kans., in place 
of C. E. Yockey. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 10, 1941. 

Elizabeth Brackman, Scranton, Kans. , in 
place of Elizabeth Brackman. Incumbent's 
commission expired December 18, 1941. 

KENTUCKY 

Robert Bailey Huddleston, Fulton, Ky., in 
place of R. B . Huddleston. Incumbent's com
mission expired November 27, 1941. 

Hugh A. Reynolds, Junction City, Ky. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Walter R. Guilfoile, Mays Lick, Ky., in place 
of C. c. Rees. Incumbent's commission ex..r 
pired November 27, 1941. 

LOUISIANA 

Joseph Hugh Goldsby, Amite, La., in place 
of J. H. Goldsby. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 20, 1941. 

Robert Lee Pettit, Baton Rouge, La., in 
place of R . L. Pettit. Incumbent's commis
sion expired February 26. 1942. 

Beckie D. Bradford, Tullos, La., in place of 
B. D. Bradford. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 7, 1941. 

Bernice B. Lyons, Vinton, La., in place of 
S. A. Fairchild, retired. 

MARYLAND 

Cecil E . Trinkaus, Oella, Md ., in place of 
C. E. Trinkaus. Incumbe:Q.t's commission 
expired Novemper 30, 1941. · 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Joseph W. Gorman, Upton, Mass., in place 
of J. W. Gorman. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 16, 1941. 

MICmGAN 

·Melvin B. Mills, Benzonia, Mich., in place 
of R. W. Maddock, deceased. . 

Geraldine E. Fox, Falmouth, Mich. Office 
became Pres!.dential July 1, 1941. 

Mildred Irene Asher, Orchard Lake, Mich., 
1n place of M. I . Asher. Incumbent's commis
sion expired December 20, 1941. 

William H . Riekki, Palmer, Mich., in place 
of W. H . Riekki. Incumbent's commission 
expired November $0, 1941. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Walter Darracott, Aberdeen, Miss ., in place 
of Walter Darracott. Incumbent's commis
sion exp!red November 27, 1941. 

Bonnie H . Curd. Pace, Miss., in place of 
B . H. Curd . Incumbent's commission expired 
November 27, 1941. 

Thelma Z. Landry, Waveland, Miss ., in place 
of T. Z. Landry . Incumbent's commission 
expired November 27, 1941. 

MISSOURI 

Pearl E. Bussert, Wardell, Mo., in place of 
P. E. Bussert. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 21, 1941. 

NEBRASKA • 

Edward L. Kimball, Butte, Nebr., in place of 
E . R. Johnson, removed. 

NEVADA 

Meryl J. Larson, Ma~hattan, Nev., in place 
of M. J . Larson. Incumbent's commission ex
pired August 14, 1941. 

Julia E Whipple, Montello, Nev., in place of 
l\4. w. Craig, resigned. 

NEW JERSEY 

Ernest B. Helmrich, Hopatcong, N. J., in 
place of E. B . Helmrich. Incumbent's com
mission expired December 6, 1941. 

Edith B. Brooks, Kingston, N. J., in place 
of E. B. Brooks. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 6, 1941. 

Anthony J . Ciocci, New Providence, N. J. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

William J. Morris, Wyckoff, N. J., in place 
of W. J . Morris. Incumbent's commission ex
pired August 21, 1941. 

NEW MEXICO 

Thomas M. Rivera, Hanover, N.Mex. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Leon Panebouef, Vaughn; N. Mex., in place 
of Leon Panebouef. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 23, 1941. 

NEW YORK 

Eva Purcell, Barryville, N. Y., in place of 
Eva Purcell. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 5, 1942. 

William Burns Kirk, De Witt, N.Y., in place 
of W. B. Kirk. Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 30, l-941. 

Agnes H. Brink, Endwell, N.Y., in place of 
A. H. Brink. Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 30, 1941. 

Ralph N. Schaack, Gowanda, N.Y., in place 
of W . E. Dorson, deceased . 

Raymond H. LaClair, Huntington, N.Y., in 
place of R. H . LaClair. Incumbent's commis
sion expired March 1, 1942. 

GraceS. G . Davies, Lake Kushaqua, N. Y., 
in place of G. S . G. Davies. Incumbent's com
mission expired February 5, 1942. 

Harold H . Sly , New Hampton, N. Y. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Mary L. Doyle, Tannersville, N. Y., in place 
of J. F. Lackey, resigned. 

Catherine J. McMahon , Wyandanch, N. Y., 
in place of C. J. McMahon. Incumbent's 
commission expired December 23, 1941. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Colus W. Williams, Fallston, N. C. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

August D. Wessell, Hallsboro, N. C., in place 
of A. D. Wessell. Incumbent's commission 
expired December. 15, 1941. 

James R. Crowder, Peachland, N. C. Office 
became Prestdential July 1, 1941. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Robert H. Leavy, Granville, N. Oak., in place 
of M. A. Leavy, resigned. 

Olaf L. Svidal, Starkweather, N. Dak., in 
place of 0. L. Svidal. Incumbent's commis
sion expired December 23, 1941. 

OHIO 

Cora M. Burns, Beloit, Ohio, in place of 
C. M. Bur'hs. Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 27, 1941. 

Dora M. McGonagle, Junction City, Ohio, 
in place of D. H. McGonagle . Incumbent's 
commission expired December 20, 1941. 

Walter W . Farra, Lewisburg, Ohio, in place 
of W W . Farra. Incumbent's commission ex
pired August 23, 1941. 

Henry W. Myers, Luckey, Ohio, in place of 
H. W. Myers. Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 27, 1941. 

Marjorie M. Bankes, Malta, Ohio, in place 
of M. M. Bankes. -Incumbent's commission 
expired February 24, 1942. 

Harry E. Miller, New Concord, Ohio, in place 
of H. E. Miller . Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 24, 1942 .. 

George R. Daubenmire, Pleasantville, Ohio, 
in place of G. R . Daubenmire. Incumbent's 
commission expired November 27, 1941. 

Ralph W. Detrick, Quincy, Ohio, in place of 
R. W . Detrick . Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 27, 1941. 

Albert E. Beardmore, Salem, Ohio, in place 
of A. E. Beardmore. Incumbent's commis
sion expires March 25, 1942. 

Winifred Hine, Tallmadge, Ohio, in place 
of Winifred Hine. Incumbent's commission 
expired Novembel' 27, 1941. 

Algy R . Murphy, Troy, Ohio, in place of 
A. R. Murphy. Incumbent's commission ex
pires April 1, 1942. 

OKLAHOMA 

Woodrow R . Chambers, Cardin, Okla., in 
place of C. M. Masters. Incumbent's com
·mission expired December 10, 1941. 

Grace E. Wandell , Coyle, Okla ., in place of 
G E. Wandell. Incumbent's commission ex
pired April 1, 1941. 

Vivian P. Waddill, Milburn, Okla., in place 
of V. P. Waddill . Incumbent's commission 
expired December 10, 1941. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Orabel Rarick, Barnesville, Pa., in place of 
Orabel Rarick. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 9, 1941. 

Hazel E. Hetrick, Beavertown, Pa., in place 
of H. E. Hetrick. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 9, 1941. 

Margaret A. Helfrich, Bruin, Pa., in place 
of M. A. Helfrich. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 9, 1941. 

Marlin W. Dissinger, Campbelltown, P.a. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Loy W. Oligher, Clymer, Pa., in place of 
L W. Oligher. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 21, 1941. 

Daniel Warne Rankin, Dunbar, Pa., in place 
of D. W. Rankin. Incumbent's commission 
expired August 23, 1941. 

Thomas R Lawler, Jessup, Pa., in place of 
T. R. Lawler. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 9, 1941. 

Howard E. Bixler, Manchester, Pa., in place 
of H. E . Bixler. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 9, 1941. 

Joseph F . Gallagher, Olyphant, Pa., in place 
of E. F. Lawler. Incumbent's commission 
expired June 1, 1940. 

James M. Gates, South Fork, Pa., in place 
of J. M. Gates. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 21, 1941. 

Nellie M. Graham, Torrance, Pa., in place 
of N. M. Graham. Incumbent's commission 
expired May 7, 1941. 

Sadie L. Brunner, Worcester, Pa., in place 
of S. L. Brunner. Incumbent's commission 
expired Decemb~r 9, 1941. 

PUE"TO RICO 

Jose G. de Iturrondo, Carolina, P. R., in 
place of J. G. de Iturrondo. Incumbent's 
commission expired December 1, 1941. 

Francisca Rodrigur oz:, Juana Diaz, P. R., in 
place of Francisca Rodriguez. Incumbent's 
commission expired December 1, 1941. 

Monserrate Figueroa, Lajas, P . R. Office be
came Presidential July 1, 1941. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Fore J. Watson, Kingstree, S.C., in place of 
F. J. Watson. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 4, 1942. 

Gordon W. Morris, Society Hill, S. C., in 
place of G . W. Morris. Incumbent's commis
sion expired December 7, 1941. 

Mollie S. West, Tucapau, S. c., in place of 
M.S. West. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 7, 1941. 

Lottie M. Vernon, Wellford, S . C., in place 
of L. M. Vernon. Incumbent's commission 
expired August 23, 1941. 

Palmer A. Matthews, Winnsboro, s. C., in 
place of P. A. Matthews. Incumbent's com
mission expired February 26, 1942. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Glennie Flathers Whites, Iroquois, S. Dak., 
in place of G. F . Whites. Incumbent's com
mission expired December 23, 1941. 

TENNESSEE 

Hollis M. Ca!dwell, Lookout Mountain, 
Tenn., in place of H. M. Caldwell. Incum
bent's commission expired February 24, 1942. 
· Roy B. King, Madison College, Tenn., in 
place of R. B. King. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 8, 1941. 

TEXAS 

Ramiro R. Gonzales, Benavides, Tex., in 
place of Servando Caballero, deceased. 

George C. Lain, Kopperl, Tex., in place of 
J. A. Greer, transferred. 
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James Thomas Coleman, Livingston, Tex~ 

in place of J. T. Coleman. Incumbent's com
mission expired February 24 , 1942. 

Joe H. Victery, New Willard, Tex., · in place 
of J. H. Victery. Incumbent's commission 
expired November 27, 1941. · 

Laura A. Bruening, Westhoff, Tex., in p!ace 
of L.A. Bruening. Incumbent's commission 
expired November 27, 1941. 

VERMONT 

Murray K. Paris. Lyndon, Vt., in place of 
M. K. · Paris. Incumbent's commission ex
pired November 30, 1941 

Adelbert G. Dudley, Shoreham, Vt ., in place 
of A; G . Dudley. Incumbent's commission 
expired November 30, 1941. 

VIRGINIA 

Ireland M. Baker, Haysi, Va., in place of I. 
M. Baker. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 1, 1941. 

Ruth H. Underwood, Meadows of Dan, Va., 
in place of R H. Underwood. Incumbent's 
commission expired December J 1941. 

Edna E. Dudley Turner, West Graham, Va., 
in place of E. E D. Turner Incumbent's 
commission expired December 1, 1941. 

WASHINGTON 

Henning E. Johnson, DuPont, Wash. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1939. 

WEST VmGINIA 

Queenie V. Keagy, Bruceton Mills, W. Va. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

John Spe;cber. Hopemont, W. Va., in place 
of John Speicher Incumbent's comm:ssion 
expired February 18, 1939. 

Herbert A. Frazier, Winfield, W. Va., in 
place of H. A. Frazier. Incumbent's com
mission expired August 23, 1941. 

WISCONSIN 

Mildred M. Dwyer, East Troy, Wis., in place 
o~ J. F . Clancy, resigned. 

Ludy J. Drolson, Lake Nebagamon, Wis., in 
place of L. J . Drolson. Incumbent's commis
sion expired November W, 1941. 

WYOMING 

Richard M. Turner, Frontier, Wyo., in 
pls.ce of R. M. Turner. Incumbent's com
mission expired December 7, 1941. 

Oscar W. Dahlquist, Mountainview, Wyo. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

CONFIR:r.iA TIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate March 24 (legislative day of 
March 5), 1942: 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 

Frank J. Duffy to be collector of customs 
for customs collection district No. 26, with 
headquarters at Nogales, Ariz. 

POSTMASTER 

Albert A. Stebbins, Garber, Okla. 
UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

TO BE ASSISTANT SURGEONS 

John Warren O'Donnell 
Stephen John Lange 
Fred L. Wommack 

UNITED STATES COAST GUARD 

TO BE A VICE ADMIRAL FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE 

Russell R. Waesche 

TO BE REAR ADMIRALS FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE 

Stanley ·v. Parker 
Edward D. Jones 

TO BE A LIEUTENANT 

Randolph Ridgely 3d 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

TO BE HYDROGRAPHIC AND GEODETIC ENGINEERS 

Jean H. Hawley Jack Senior 
Frederick B. T. S}.ems Raymond P. Eyman 
Kenneth T. Adams Charles Shaw 
Frederic L. Peacock Carl A. Egner 
Ray L. Schoppe Edgar H. Bernstein 

Ronald R. Moore George W. Lovesee 
John A. Bond Edwin C. Baum 
Cornelius D. Meaney Lawrence W. Swanson 
Augustus P. Ratti Gilbert R. Fish 
Earl 0. Heaton Franklin R. Gossett 
William M. Scaife Ernest B. Lewey 
Robert F. A. Studds John C. Mathisson 
Henry C. Warwick George E. Morris 
Benjamin H. Rigg Clifton J. Wagner 
Ralph W. Woodworth Roswell C. Bolstad 
Leo C. Wilder Arthur N. Stewart 
Albert J. Hoskinson Clarence A. George 
Elliott B. Roberts Max G. Ricketts 
Henry E Finnegan Robert A. Earle 
Charles M. Thomas Harry F, Garber 
Charles Pierce Karl B. Jeffers 
Thomas B. Reed Vawter M. Gibbens 
J ack C. S::tmmons John Laskowski 
Robert W. Knox Rcss A. Gilmore 
H. Arnold Karo Gilbert C. Mast 
George L. Anderson Fred A Riddell 
Isidor E. Rittenburg Ira R. Rubottom 
Kenneth G. Crosby Maurice E. wenner-
Glendon E. Boothe mark 
Earle A. Deily Fred Natella 
Leonard S. Hubbard Jeremiah S. Morton 
Philip C. Doran Robert A. Marshall 
John C. Bose Edward B . Brown, Jr. 
Hubert A. Paton John C. Ellerbe 
Walter H. Bainbridge Maurice A. Hecht 
Carl I. Aslakson John C. Tribble, Jr. 
Riley J . Sipe James C. Tison, Jr. 
Samuel B. Grenell Kenneth S. Ulm 
Paul A. Smith Clarence R. Reed 
Ira T. Sanders Edmund L. Jones 
Edward R. McCarthy William C. Russell 
Francis B. Quinn Junius T. Jarman 
Emil H. Kirsch Herman C. Applequist 
Henry J. Healy William F . Deane 
John H. Brittain Edgar F . Hicks, Jr. 
Walter J. Chovan John C. Bull 
George A. Nelson Arthur L. Wardwell 
Wilbur R. Porter Emmett H. Sheridan 
Clarence A. Burmister Ernst E. Stohsner 
Percy L. Bernstein Joseph E. Waugh, Jr. 
James D. Thurmond Dorland H. Konichek 
Charles A. Schanck Paul Taylor 
Joseph P . Lushene Horace G. Conerly 
Curtis LeFever Charles F. Chenworth 
Henry 0. Fortin 

TO BE JUNIOR HYDROGRAPHIC AND GEODETIC 
ENGINEERS 

Charles A. Schoene Dale E. Sturmer 
William R. Tucker Fair J. Bryant 
Philip A. Weber Charles W. Clark 
William N. Martin Joseph W. Stirni 
Harold J . Seaberg Glen W. Moore 

TO BE AIDES 

Edward G. Cunney V. Ralph Sobieralski 
Robert H. Randall, Jr. Raymond M. Stone. 
G. Albion Smith Lorin F. Woodcock 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATiVES 
TuESDAY, MARCH 24,1942 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Rev. George F. Kettell, D. D., pastor of 

St. Mary's Church and past national 
chaplain of the American Legion, Ro
chester, N. Y., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty and Eternal God, who hast 
said, "Where two or three are gathered 
together in my name there shall I be in 
the midst of them," we dedicate this as-

. semblage to Thy honor and glory and 
convene it in Thy name. 

Here are gathered together the Repre
sentatives of the people of a great Nation 
which Thou hast founded as a haven for 
all liberty-loving peoples. Here is exer
cised the authority to rule which has 
come from Thee through Thy people to 

this body; theirs it is to give us under 
Thee, 0 God, life, liberty, and happiness. 

0 God, we humbly ask Thee to dwell 
in the midst of this legislative body; in
spire them with Thy counsels; shower 
upon them Thy holy grace that they may 
proceed with patience, wisdom, courage, 
and unselfishness; that they prove to be 
a mighty bulwark of true godly Ameri
canism against which the storms of tyr
anny, cruelty, selfishness, and ungodli
ness may .dash in vain, and behind which 
bulwark the government of the people, 
by the people, and for the people will 
never perish from the earth. 

If there ever was a time in our history 
when we-Government and people
needed to sincerely evoke from our hearts 
the soul-stirring refrain of our fathers, 
"In God we trust," it is now. War clouds 
darken our vision; tpe powers of evil have 
been loosed against us; mighty war ma
chines threaten to encompass us and beat 
us fiat to the ground; threaten to ravish 
our altars, our homes, and our hearth 
fires; threaten to destroy the God-given 
principles of liberty, justice, and human
ity which we were founded by God to 
protect. Again as of old with the 
apostles of Christ we cry out, "Lord save 
us, we perish," and with our fathers we 
repeat, "In God is our trust." 

0 God, we humbly beseech Thee to 
bless our Government and our people. 
Pray for us as Thou didst for Thy apostles 
in the garden of sorrow that we-Gov
ernment and people-may be one, as 
Thou and Thy Heavenly Father are one; 
unity of leaders and people founded on 
loyalty, courage, and sacrifice; a people 
ready to hold up the wearying arms of 
our representatives carrying the torch 
of liberty 'til the battle with the Philis
tines is won; leaders ready to subordinate 
all personal political considerations, 
working and sacrificing to one end and 
one end only, that victory and a peace of 
justice may once again add a lustrous 
halo to our beloved :flag-our Star
Spangled Banner. 

May God bless America forever. Amen·. 

The Journal of the proceedings o! 
yesterday was read · and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 6738. An act to limit the initial base 
pay of $21 per month for enlisted men in the 
Army and Marine Corps to those of the sev
enth grade; and 

H. R . 6759. An act to amend the act en- · 
titled "An act to fix the hours of duty of 
postal employees, and for other purposes," 
approved August 14, 1935, as amended, so as 
to permit payment for overtime for Saturday 
service in lieu of compensatory time. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to bills of the House 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 4665. An act for the relief of Harrr, 
Kahn: and 

H. R. 5473. An act for the relief o:f Allen~ 
Ruhlman and John P. Ruh:man. 
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CALENDAR WEDNESDAY BUSINESS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the busi
ness in order on tomorrow, Calendar 
Wednesday, be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent fo extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein two editorials from the Chicago 
Sun, one on freedom of the press and the 
other on new labor bills. 

The SPEAKER. IE there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS TH~ HOUSE 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute, and to re
vise and extend my remarks and include 
therein a newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min
nesota? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN addressed 

the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 niinute, and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman- from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. MANSFIELD addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
THE 40-HOUR-WEEK DISPUTE 

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. ·Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I have asked for this time in 
order to read a letter with respect to the 
40-hour-week controversy. The letter is 
from Ralph E. Flanders, president of the 
New England Council, Statler Builqing, 
Boston, Mass. It reads as follows: 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN CASEY: It may be help
ful in reaching an amicable conclusion re
garding the 40.:.hour week and overtime if a 
formula is adopted which provides time an d 
a half for all work performed on the sixth 
consecutive day. and double time for the 
seventh consecutive day, regardless of the 
days on which these occur. It then does not 
matter on which weekday the worker begins 
his shift schedule. 

This pwg~essive increase acts as a brake 
on excessive overtime costs and overfatigue. 

I offer this as a suggestion. 
Sincerely yours, 

RALPH E. FLANDERS, President, 

Mr. Flanders, president of the New 
England Council, is one of the leading 
manufacturers in the northeastern part 
of the country. He is a prominent Ver
mont Republican, who has long been 
keenly interested in the public affairs of 
his State, of New England, and of the 
Nation. His unselfish devotion to the 
common good, combined with his great 
E>xperience as a manufacturer and an 
employer of many men, gives an unusual 
significance to his · suggestion for the set
tlement of the present 40-hour-week 
dispute. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous cons~mt to proceed for 1 min
ute and to revise and extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

The:re W38 no objection. 
[Mr. YoUNG addressed the House. His 

remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min
ute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, with ref- · 

erence to the statement just made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CASEY] with reference to the 40-hour 
week, I would like to take occasion in 
commenting on that to advise the House 
that on yesterday I introduced a bill that 
would meet the very suggestion that the 
gentleman made about the 40-hour week. 

I would also like to call attention. to 
the fact that that bill contains three 
other provisions, one of which would out
law strikes by making those -who strike 
in defense or wartime industries ame
nable to draft service immediately, and 
the bill also would make it unlawful to 
conspire to bring about a strike and 
would limit war profits. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD and 
to include therein a speech made by the 
Honorable Paul V. McNutt. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request made by the gentleman from 
Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
PROPOSED RECESS 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 

Speaker, I understand a program is out
lined by some with reference to an Easter 

recess of 2 weeks, and while I am always 
glad to cooperate with our distinguished 
fioor leader, I want to give notice now 
that so far as I am concerned, as one 
Member of the House, I shall oppose and 
vote against and do everything I can to 
prevent any recess or any adjournment 
until Congress passes legislation with 
reference to the slow-down of production 
in our munition plants. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
two requests, one· to revise and extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and the other 
to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, our chap

lain this morning made a fervent prayer. 
We thank him for his prayer, especially 
at this time, for we sorely need guid
ance, here and in the entire Nation. _ In 
my home town on Sunday a bomb or 
pineapple was planted on the porch of a 
labor leader. You would think that our 
people today would use their pineapples 
for the Japanese. When you read about 
a concern in my home town, the Jack & 
Heintz Co., receiving $600 from the Navy 
Department for a piece of equipment 
which cost about $270 to produce, you 
can appreciate that we need to -be prayed 
for in America todaY. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen
tleman means in Ohio. 

Mr. BENDER. Yes; Ohio, New York, 
Dlinois-every State, and Mississippi in 
particular. 

We are grateful to the Naval Affairs 
Committee of the House for turning the 
searchlight on the nefarious practices of 
those who are impeding the war effort. 

PROPOSED RECESS 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, the read

ing of last night's newspaper provided at 
least three items of news which should 
give us serious cause for thought, 

The first was the report that a Mr. 
William Jack, of Bedford, Ohio, has re
ceived an increase in salary and bonuses 
·of over $100,000 last year over what he 
received the year before and that he paid 
his secretary $39,000. Mr. Jack's firm is 
engaged in making · war supplies, Mr. 
Speaker, so these fabulous salaries were 
paid out of the pockets of the taxpayers 
while their boys shoulder arms at $21 
per month. 

The second story reported labor dis
putes and work stoppages and pointed 
out how much less than 24 hours a day 
the production lines of America· are actu
ally working. 

The third item stated it was planned 
for Congress to take a 2-week recess 
starting next Monday. Mr. Speaker, I 
submit that in justice to the boys of 
Bataan and the rest of our armed forces 
Congress should stay steadily in session 
until we have done whatever it is necPs
sary to do to get full 24-hour production 
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going in every shop and factory of Amer
ica and to stop unconscionable war prof
iteering wherever it is taking place, by 
either labor leaders or industrialists. I 
r·ealize that many Members would like to 
get home because of impending primary 
elections. In that respect I am no dif
ferent from the rest as I have a primary 
opponent who is campaigning against 
me day and night as is his right. I, too, 
would like to be home. to correct mis
representations and do some campaign
ing of my own but in times like these, 
politics, privilege, arid profits must give 
way so that America can be on with the 
job of winning this war. 

America will survive whether any of us 
return to Congress or not but America 
will not succeed unless we make it pos
sible to produce weapons needed by our 
boys, so they can change retreat into 
victory. Congress must not recess now. 
We must not make the mistake Nero 
made when he chose the wrong period 
of Roman history in which to do his 
fiddling. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. · 

PROPOSED RECESS 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, others have 

already expressed their feeling that we 
should not recess until we have taken 
action on the pending proposals to speed 
up production and limit profits. There is 
now pending in the Committee on Naval 
Affairs legislation which I think is of 
vital importance to the people of the 
United States. I refer to the Vinson bill, 
and to the companion Smith bill, which 
I understand is before the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I do not think this . 
House should recess for one single day 
until we have acted upon that'legislation. 
Those bills are, in my opinion, of vital 
importance to the Nation. We owe it to 
our armed forces to put a stop to any 
unconscionable profits on defense work. 
We owe it to America to have done with 
the racket of charging American citizens 
for the right to work on Government 
jobs. We owe it to the free people of the 
world to see to it that our industry runs 
24 hours per day. 

I know that there are Members who 
think that if we would go home and talk 
with the people it would cause us to more 
readily vote for this · egislation. Others 
seem to think that such .a visit would 
have exactly the opposite effect. I think 
it is always well for Representatives to 
visit with the people they represent just 
as often as possible. It makes for better 
and more representative government. I 
have no fear of the result of a visit with 
the people on the outcome of the vote on 
this legislation. Under ordinary circum
stances I might go along with those who 
want to recess to give an opportunity 
for contact with the people. But, these 
are not ordinary times. We need action. 

Some of us have tried to show this House 
the necessity for action for many months. 
At last I believe that a majority agrees 
we should act. Let us, therefore, stay 
here · on the job until we have taken 
action. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POAGE. Yes, I gladly yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I am in 
sympathy with what the gentleman says, 
but we are told that this committee can
not possibly get this bill in here for 10 
days or 2 weeks. What is the gentleman 
going to do in the meantime? 

Mr. POAGE. I do not know why the 
committee cannot get it in next week with 
all ease. They have had all this week 
and a good part of last week. The com
mittee can have a bill in here next 
week, and it should have. · 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

·Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, the influ

ence of labor unions starts to rise as a 
result of excesses on the part of employ
ers. The influence of labor unions starts 
to decline as a result of excesses on the 
part of walking delegates. At the pres
ent time the influence of labor unions in 
this country has dropped tremendously 
and is still dropping, because of the ex
cesses of the walking delegates. I am 
not so sure but that it would be better 
for the walking delegates to be given 2 
weeks more of rope and have the Mem
bers of the House and Senate go home 
and find out .how the people feel and 
what the actual situation is that the 
walking delegates have created. It is a 
menace to America and it is a menace to 
the workingmen of America. 

COMPENSATION OF GOVERNMENT 
WORKERS 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I do not 'Jropose to enter into the 
merits of the controversy that is revolving 
around Mr. Guthrie, who lately retired 
from the Office of War Production. I do 
want to point out that on principle Mr. 
Guthrie is correct . in that Mr. Nelson 
should have under him people who are 
working for the Government who derive 
their entire compensation from the Gov
ernment, and not from any other source. 
I have said that before and still believe 
it. I am not shooting at any individual. 
But if thEy are determining governmental 
policy, I think they ought to be govern
mental employees, and on no other pay 
roll. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. If the 
gentleman will investigate the income
tax returns, he will find that many of 
the multimillionaires of the last 20 years 
were dollar-a-year men in the last war. 
I agree with the gentleman from Cali
fornia thoroughly; these men ought to 

draw their compensations entirely from 
the Government, and not be obligated to 
someone else. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I refer 
the gentleman to H. R. 6443, a bill I 
introduced long ago that would forbid 
anyone to hold one of these positions and 
remain on any private corporation or 
organization pay roll. And I thank the 
gentleman for his contribution. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from California has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Appendix of the RECORD and in
clude a resolution from my home town, 
Concordia, Kans. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a letter from a constituent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LABOR LEGISLATION 

Mr. LAMB.ERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 

am tremendously serious when I say that 
before we can whip Hitler in Berlin and 
the Japs in Tokyo, we at least have to 
dehorn Phil Murray in Washington, 
D. C. It does not make any difference 
whether we go home for 2 weeks or not. 
I am arranging meetings for the next 2 
weeks in my district, to let the people tell 
me just how they feel about all these 
things. We can go home and stay 2 weeks 
or ~ weeks and it will not make any dif
ference. There is only one man in this 
Nation who stands between the Smith 
bill and its success. Until he changes his 
mind nothing can be done, because he 
controls Congress. From that second 
ledge behind me I heard him say to us 
once: 

Don't be an ostrich; don't hide your head 
in the sand. 

Now it is his turn. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and print therein an article from the 
Florida Catholic, the official newspaper 
of the diocese of St. Augustine, Fla. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LABOR LEGISLATION 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min
ute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I have 

listened to several Members of this body 
voice objection to the adjournment of 
Congress until we will have pa,ssed legis
lation eliminating certain statutes 
which are interfering with war produc
tion. I do not agree with them. I Wf..nt 
this Congress to recess for 2 or 3 weeks. 
I want every Member to go home and 
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talk to his people as I have recently 
talked with mine, because, if they do go 
home and do talk to their people, they 
will come back here and repeal all of that 
legislation .with such speed and positive
ness that, in comparison, the bat of an 
eye would seem like slow motion. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
1 minub. 

The f'PEAKER. Is there objection? 
The.,..e. was no objection. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 

personally· it makes no difference to me 
whatsoever whether we take a 2 weeks' 
recess or not, but anybody who has heard 
the 1-minute speeches. yesterday and to
day might well come to the conclusion, if 
they noticed the heat with which vari
ous Members have spoken, that perhaps 
a cooling-off period of about 2 weeks 
might do the Members of Congress a 
little bit of good. So I suggest that if 
we do not recess, we at least ·try to keep 
cool and not pass any legislation hur
riedly and under pressure of .what I think 
is hysteria. 

[Here the gavel ·fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include a letter from a 
mother in my district, which for its sim
plicity and forcefulness is to my mind a 
fine classic. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LABOR LEGISLATION 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 

I am glad at least to see that we are get
ting some recruits to fight for those 
principles that some of us have been 
fighting for on this floor during the · past 
2 or 3 years. I think we can now say 
we were justified in the things we said 
in the Well of this House. 

However, I did not rise for that pur
pose. I rose for the purpose of saying 
that I have an answer to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] who took 
us from the State of California to task 
because we had the temerity to ask for 
protection and we had the temerity to 
ask if we still have State rights and the 
right to pass our own laws with refer
ence to State taxes. 

I hope the Members of th~ House will 
read the reply I am going to put in the 
RECORD to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. COCHRAN]. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION QF REMARKS 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks and include a statement I 
made before the Ways and Means Com
mittee this morning. · 

·The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
LABOR AND PROFITS LEGISLATION 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I do 

not rise in the House for the purpose 
only of occupying 1 minute in addressing 
my colleagues. I would not do it on this 
occasion if I did not feel deeply about the 
vital need for prompt action being taken 
against those persons and firms who are 
apparently reaping huge returns from 
war contracts. 

On December 4, 1941, the day following 
our vote on the so-called antistrike legis
lation in this House I pleaded in this Well 
that we carry on with the program of 
stopping racketeering, not only in labor's 
ranks, but also in the ranks of employers 
as well. I contended then that our vote 
of December 3d should be followed very 
quickly by legislative action in this body 
against profit patriots and defense brok
ers who are using the war effort to furt~er 
selfish gains. 

I have been amazed at the. testimony 
given before the House Naval Affairs 
Committee in relation to the unwar
ranted contracts for materials going into 
the prosecution of the war. Gentlemen, 
we cannot delay loriger in this responsi
bility. These culprits of corruption in 
management must be driven from our 
industrial system. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
RECESS OF CONGRESS 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I do not 

know whether we are going to take a 
couple of weeks off or not. I know one 
thing, however. If I live and do well, I 
expect to get off some way and go down 
to see my folks for a few days and shake 
hands with them regardless of whether 
the rest of you go or not. I want to know 
what the people I represent are talking 
about. Somebody may be blaming me 
with the responsibility of passing that 
thing they call the Congress pension act. 
I cannot let that go. You know I did 
not vote for it, and it was no pension 
if I had. 

Now, I am not going to get up here, a 
member of one committee, and tell you 
how quickly another committee should 
get legislation out on the floor; that is 
its responsibility. If they need to take 
some more time to study it, I am not 
going to assume to state they cannot 
have it. Those who talk the other way 
are not fooling anybody but themselves. 
They feel just like I do, too; they are 
not kidding anybody. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a news ·item and a portion of a 
letter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered .. 

There was no objection. 
LONGEVITY PAY FOR POSTAL EMPLOYEES 

· Mr. ROMJUE .. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 

1057) to establish a system of longevity 
pay for postal employees, and ask unan
imous consent that the statement be read 
in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to· 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the Bill (H. R. 
.1057) to establish a system of longevity pay 
for postal employees, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to recom
mend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from lts amend
ment numbered 3. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendmept of the Senate num
bered 1; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the language inserted by the Sen
ate amendment insert the following: "as a 
reward for continuous service heretofore 
rendered or to btl rendered hereafter, shall be 
grant.ed $84 per annum in addition to their 
base pay as now or hereafter fixed by· law 
upon completion of ten years' service; and 
an additional $60 per annum upon the com
pletioP of an addit ional five-year period of 
service thereafter: Provided, That no credit 
shall be given for service after the fifteenth 
year of employment: Provided further. That 
in computing an employee's length of service, 
credit shal~ be given for substitute s.ervice."; · 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

M. A. RoMJUE, 
T. G . BURCH. 
FRED A. HARTLEY, JR., 
N. M. MASON, 

Manage1·s on the part of the House·. 
KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
JAS. M . MEAD, . 

PAT McCARRAN, 
JAMES J. DAVIS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

. S'!'ATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of · 
the two Houses on the am~ndments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1057) to establish a 
system of longevity pay for postal employees, 
submit the following statement in explana
ti.on of the effect of the action agreed upon 

· by the conferees and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The House conferees ·agreed to Senate 
amendment 1 to strike out of page 1, line 3, 
postmasters of the third and fourth classes. 
It was then agreed to accept the House lan
guage pertaining to the longevity provisions 
of the bill with the exception of the amounts 
to be added to the base pay of employees at 
the end of ten and fifteen years service; those 
amounts were agreed upon as $84 per annum 
at the end of ten years continuous service 
and an additional $60 per annum upon the 
completion of an additional five-year period 
of service thereafter. 

The effective date of the act was fixed as 
July 1, 1942, the date carried ill the bill as 
reported to and passed by the House July 23, 
1941. 

M. A. ROMJUE, 
T. G . BURCH, 
FRED A. HARTLEY, Jr., 
N . M . MASON, 

Members on the part of the House. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. SpEaker, Will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. ROMJUE. I yield. 
Mr. MICHENER. There have been a 

lot of inquiries concerning this confer
ence report. While the statement is quite 
adequate, I wish the gentleman would 
state the reduction made in the Senate 
bill nver that in the House bill, for there 
is quite a reduction. 

Mr. EOMJUE. Mr. Speaker,~ yield for 
that purpose to the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. MASON]. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, when the 
House passed this longevity pay bill by 
an overwhelming vote it carried two in
crements: One of $100 a year and a sec
ond increment of an additional $100 a 
year after 5 more years of service. The 
Senate reduced these increments each to 
$60 per year. In the conference it was 
agreed that the House should recede on 
its first increment of $100 a year and ac
cept $84, which is $7 per month. The 
House receded. On the second increment 
the conference committee agreed on the 
Senate provision of $60 per year. 

Third- and ~ourth-class postmasters 
were also cut out of the benefits of the bill 
by the conference committee. 

These are the main changes. The bill 
now carries a considerable deduction over 
the House bill. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. Why were third- and 

fourth-class postmasters eliminated? I 
have received a lot of letters from third
and fourth-class postmasters complain
ing that they were eliminated from the 
bill, and the: want to know why. 

Mr. MASON. The elimination was be
cause of the fact their inclusion would 
mean an additional amount of money; 
and it was also very difficult to figure how 
longevity pay could be applied to them. 
The entire proposition was taken out. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the· 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield. 
Mr. · TABER. This bill passed the 

House, of course, before Pearl Harbor. 
Does the gentleman believe the general 
public is going to be happy about bills 
carrying increases in compensation to 
employees of the Government? 

Mr. MASOI'j. Yes; I do if that in
crease if justified; and I consider this 
probably the most justifiable increase we . 
could give to this class of Government 
employees. Certainly it is more justifi
able than any straight increase in pay 
b:=cause it establishes the longevity prin
ciple, which is one of the soundest and 
sanest principles to be adopted in any 
employment policy. 

Mr. TABER. This, as I understand, 
will call for an increase of about 
$9,000,000 a year. · 

Mr. MASON. Approximately; yes. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. I will ask the gen

tleman right there if it does not run 
closer to $12,000,000 a year? 

Mr. MASON. It may, because we have 
cut out the third- and fourth-class post
masters. We have reduced it, but we do 
not know how much. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle

m~n from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. The Post Office Depart
ment, about 10 years ago, increased the 
first-class postal rates from 2 cents to 3 
cents, giving the Post Office Department 
$100,000,000 additional revenue. Then 
you made various changes in your laws, 
increasing the salaries of everybody in 
the Postal Service. You have used up 
the $100,000,000, and last year you were 
$40,000,000 in the red. How are you go
ing to raise that money? Will you put 
on additional revenue for the Post Office 
Department to take care of the deficit fl·S 

well as the amount you are going to pay 
extra here so that the Post Office De
partment will not draw on the Federal 
Treasury but will pay its own way? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I may say to the gen
tleman that his statement does not m 
any way attach itself to this legislation. 
The 3tatement he has made about in
creasing the salaries of postal employees 
is not correct. · I decline to yield further 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. But the Post Office.Depart
ment is in the red at this time. 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Nebra~ka. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like the gentle
man to state a little bit more the reason 
why third- and f.ourth-class postmasters 
were left out of this bill. 
· Mr. BURCH. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle

man from Virginia. 
Mr. BURCH. The conferees consid

ered that matter for sometime, and I 
may say we were in and out on it. We 
finally reached the conclusion, in addi
tion to what the gentleman from Illinois 
has said, that the postmasters were in a 
different class or in a different group 
from the regular employees of the Postal 
Service and if we included the third- and 
fourth-class postmasters and not first
and second-class postmasters it is very 
probable that it would be considered dis
criminatory. May I say to the gentle
man further that this House has passf~d 
a bill that is very helpful to the fourtlr
class postmasters. It is much more 
beneficial than this would be. That bill 
is now in the Senate and I notice that 
Senator McKELLAR has stated it is prob
able the bill will be passed by the Senate, 
perhaps with some amendments, in a 
short time. I am hoping that legislation 
will come through that will take care of 
the fourth-class postmasters to a great 
extent. As to the third class we might 
consider some amendment. 

Mr. FORAND. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FORAND. Considerable con
fusion seems to · have arisen from the 
wording of the amendment. A great 
many of the post-office employees have 
asked me for a clarification of it. I 
have spoken to the conferees and I am 
informed it is the intent of this legisla
tion that men with 10 years' service will 
get the $84, then will have to wait 5 years 
to get the additional $60. Men with 15 

years' service would automatically get 
$144. 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is corre~t. 
Mr. FORAND. It is feared that. the 

Comptroller General may misinterprd 
the intent of this amendment. 

Mr. ROMJUE. We have discusse1 
that with the Post Office Department and 
their legal authorities think they will get 
their $84 after the first 10 years and in 
the next 5 years they will get $60 addi
tional, plus the $84. 

Mr. FORAND. Those men who have 
already 15 years' service will get the two 
instead of having to wait 5 years to get 
the second increment 

Mr. ROMJUE'. That is correct. 
Mr. BURCH. All who have served 10 

years but not to exceed 15 years get $84 
annually. All who have served 15 years 
will get $144. -

Mr. LECOMPTE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Will the gentleman 
tell us this: Does it include all postal em
ployees-railway mail clerks, rural route 
men, and city carriers? · 

Mr. ROMJUE. All who deal with the 
mail. I may say to the gentle_man that 
since this bill was passed by the House 
the Pearl Harbor incident· has occurred. 
Since we have gotten into the war and up 
to January 1 over a thousand men out of 
the Postal Service, expert postal men, 
have gone into the Army· or Navy-in 
other words, have gone into the service. 
This recent draft will take out from 
twelve to fifteen thousand experienced · 
men from the Postal Service. Of course, 
the mail is piling tlp. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. It includes substan
tially everybody in tbe Service then ex
cept the thi:rd- and fourth-class post
masters? 

Mr. ROMJUE. Yes. 
Mr. BENDER. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle.:. 

man from Ohio. . 
Mr. BENDER. Is it not a fact that 

the postal employees have not had an 
increase in pay since 1924? The argu
ment has been offered that this bill was 
introduced before Pearl Harbor. Is it 
not further a fact that the cost of living 
in some of these cities has gone up any
where from 9 to 15 percent since Pearl 
Harbor? Is it not a fact, further, that 
this branch of the service .represents reg
ular employees, not extra employees, and 
that they deserve this consideration at 
the hands of Congress? 

Mr. ROMJUE. Yes; and I may say · 
also that this legislation was passed for 
the purpose of establishing the longevity 
principle. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yie'ld to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. There seems to be 
some misunderstanding about postmas
ters. Postmasters are not affected at all 
by this bill, are they? 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is right. 
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Mr. MICHENER. This bill deals en
tirely with the personnel working in the 
post offices? 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is right; the em
ployees handling mail. 

Mr. MICHENER. It deals with the 
longevity service, and it will be an incen
tive to keep in the Department the men 
who are now leaving the Department be
cause of higher wages in industry. Is 
that true? 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is right. 
Mr. MICHENER. Something has been 

said about the increas1ng cost of living. 
The gentleman from Ohio referred to an 
increase of 15 p8rcent. I may say that 
in Detroit it has increased 20 percent, I 
am advised. Many of our postal em
ployees, naturally, are thinking about 
going into industry, where they may re
ceive higher wages. I think we ought to 
do what we can to keep those men in the 
Postal Service. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio. . 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Can the gen
tleman from Missouri tell nie what is the 
cor .. tent and intent of the bill pending in 
the Senate- .relative to fourth-class post
masters? . 

Mr. ROMJUE. I have forgotten just 
who introduced that bill. 

Mr. BURCH. If the gentleman will 
yield, I may say that the fourth-class 
postmasters are now on cancelation. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. That is right. 
Mr. BURCH. The bill passed by this 

House and now in the Senate puts the 
postmasters of the fourth class on a sal
ary basis. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Will their in
come be larger than it is at the present 
time? 

Mr. BURCH. Yes. As an illustration, 
the average postmaster earning, say from 
$400 to $450, would have a salary of $572; 
those receiving from $450 to $500 would 
get $608; those receiving from $500 to 
$500 would get $684; and it continues 
along at that rate. . 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The fourth
class postmasters are probably the low
est-paid employees in the Federal service. 

Mr. BURCH. May I call attention to 
one other matter in regard to the postal 
employees? In the last week we passed a 
bill in this House-and it is agreeable to 
the postal employees-by which they go 
on a 48-hour week without overtime pay. 

Mr. HAINES. l\fr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAINES. The bill referred to by 
the gentleman from Ohio I do not believe 
in the .final analysis will cost the Post 
Office Department an additional penny, 
because it will eliminate much of the un
necessary work now performed in audit
ing and computing the compensation to 
which the fourth-class postmaster is en
titled. The present system is a very 
complicated method and very unsatisfac
tory. I believe the passage of the bill 
now pending in the Senate, and which 
was passed by this House, wil.f be very 
helpful and not cause any additional ex
pense to the Department. 

Mr. MICHENER. These postal em
ployees, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Virginia just a moment ago, will go 
on a 48-hour week. You are not increas
ing the pay for the 48-hour week. If 
what the gentleman says is correct , these 
employees are going on a 48-hour week. 
We are hearing lots about 40-hour and 
48-hour weeks. When those employees 
accept a 48-hour week, I think we ought 
to think twice before we act too hastily 
on some of these bills. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Mr. Speak
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I under
stand that the words "for continuous 
service heretofore rendered" apply to the 
increase for the 15-year bracket as well 
as the 10-year bracket, so that a man who 
has had 15 years of continuous service at 
the time this bill takes effect would get 
the $144 per annum increase. Is not that 
the intent of this language? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I believe that is right. 
Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I under

stand that was the intent of the commit
tee. 

Mr. ·SAUTHOFF. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. The gentleman 
speaks about a thousand men going into 
the military or naval service of the coun
try. If those men are in the service let 
us say for a year or 2 years, is the period 
of that service to be added onto the 10 
years they may have served up to this 
time in the Postal Service? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I do not think they 
will lose anything by being in the military 
service. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. That is not what I 
am asking. I am asking, are they going 
to get credit for those 2 years on the 
10 years they have already been in the 
service? If not, they ought to get it, 
in my judgment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Do I correctly un
derstand that this does not apply to any 
postmasters? But only to other postal 
employees? 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is right. 
Mr. MURDOCK. It applies to the em

ployees in the first- and second-class 
offices? 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is right. 
Mr. MURDOCK. But not the third

and fourth-class offices. I think it un
fortunate that all employees could not 
be included, and included on the more 
generous terms as the bill included be
fore Pearl Harbor, but even this is fairly 
good as the beginning of longevity pay. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentle
man from Alabama. 

Mr. PATRICK. I believe the situation 
in regard to the question asked by the 
gentleman from Wisconsir [Mr. SAu
THOFF] was not made entirely clear. As 
I understood the question asked by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, it covered 

this sort of a condition: A postal em
ployee goes into the service. A substi
tute takes his place and, if I correctly 
understand the postal regulations, be
comes a regular. When the former em
ployee returns from .the military service, 
he goes back into the Postal Service. 

Mr. ROMJUE. That is right. 
Mr. PATRICK. What happens as far 

as the 2 years that employee was in the 
military service is concerned? Is that 
counted as a part of his Postal Service? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I doubt if that is in
volved in this bill. 

Mr. WIDTTINGTON. l\'Ir. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROMJUE. I yield to the gentie
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. With the gen
tleman's permission, may I ask the gen
tleman from Virginia this question: In 
the bill recently passed that provides for 
a 48-hour week, is it not true that provi
sion is made for payment of overtime in 
excess of 48 hours? 

Mr. BURCH. It provides for regular 
pay. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. It provides for 
regular straight pay. I want to under
stand that. It does not provide for over
time pay in exctss of 48 hours. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. TABER) there 
were-ayes 80, noes 6. 

So the conference report Wf-3 agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table: 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1943 

Mr. JOHNSON of OKlahoma, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, reported 
the bill <H. R. 6845) making appropria
tions for the Department of the Interior 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes <Rept. No. 1935), 
which was read a finjt and second time 
and, with the accompanying papers, re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICH rese.t:ved all points of order 
against the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consid
eration of the bill <H. R. 6845) making 
appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes; 
and pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous ccnsent that debate 
may be equally divided between the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RicH] 
and myself. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, general debate will con
tinue for today? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I think 
it will depend altogeth.er on how many 
Members ask for time. On this side of 
the House we have not received very 
many requests for time, a~d I was hope
ful we might conclude general debate 
within the next 2 or 2Y2 hours and actu
ally start reading the bill for amendment. 



1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2873 
Mr. RICH. I have a good many re

quests for time, and I would suggest that 
we continue with general debate for a 
while. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla
homa? 

There was no objection. 
APPROPRIATION FOR DIES COMMITTEE 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman fr ::lm Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed far 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, the gen

tleman from New Jersey [Mr. THOMAS] 
has just released to the press the most 
unwarranted attack that has ever come 
to my notice in my long service here 
upon a committee of this House. The 
language of the gentlema:P. froi:n New 
Jersey [Mr. THOMAS] is such that I know, 
beyond a shadow of doubt, that I could 
rise to a question of personal privilege 
and be recognized for that purpose if I 
so desired, but I am not going to avail 
myself of that privilege. 

The gentleman ac·cuses the Committee 
on Accounts of refusing to appropriate 
additional money for the Dies commit
tee. 

I want to say to the Members of the 
House that immediately following the 
passage of the resolution extending the 
life of the Dies committee, I called a 
meeting of the Accounts Committee, and 
I endeavored to get in touch with the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. DIEs]. I could 
not find him. I was told at his office 
that he was around the city somewhere. 
Finally, after 2 days, I was advised by his 
secretary he had gone to Texas. I there-
upon called the meeting· off. _ 

The Accounts Committee is not going 
to consider the resolution appropriating 
money to carry on the activities of the 
Dies committee in the absence of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. DIES], unless 
the gentleman is sick or advises me he 
cannot appear in person. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
THOMAS] says they have little money. 
There was $6,000 to the c;edit of the Dies 
committee this morning which shows the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
THOMAS] does not know what he is talk
ing about. 

After accusing the administration 'Jf 
bleeding the Dies committee to death, 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
THOMAS] said this is-
a situation highly gratifying to the Commu
nist Party and the various Nazi and Fascist 
organizations that were unsuccessful in block
ing the continuation of the committee on 
the floor of the House: 

And he then accuses the administra
tion of deliberately moving to cut off the 
committee's funds. He continues by 
saying that the latest att_ack is the most 
insidious and successful attempt to date 
to throttle the committee, made at a time 
when there has never been a greater need 
for its existence. 

The gentleman from New Jer·sey talks 
at random, and as chairman of the Com
mittee on Accounts permit me-to say that 
no member of this administration has 
ever approached me with any such a sug
gestion. As I have repeatedly stated, the 
Accounts Committee is an agent of the 
House and when the House provides for 
a select committee it is the duty of the 
Accounts Committee to appropriate 
money so that it can carry out the duties 
imposed upon it. 

The Accounts Committee has always 
made it a policy, especially where the 
time of a select committee has been ex
tended, to require the chairman and ' 
members of the committee to justify their 
demand for an appropriation. That 
policy will be .followed in connection with 
the Dies committee. 

As those who have followed the activi
ties of the Dies committee know, the Con
gress has appropriated $385,000 during its 
life, which is more than has ever been 
appropriated for a select committee in its 
history. The Accounts Committee will, 
when the chairman of the Dies com
mittee and the members of the committee 
justify an additional appropriation, bring 
in the proper resolution for that purpose, 
and not before. 

I say to the gentleman from New 
Jersey the . members of the Accounts 
Committee are not of that type who 
listen, as he says, to Fascists, Nazis, or 
members of the Communist Party. 

On behalf of the committee, I resent 
the attack made by the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ·wHITE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman from Oklahoma yield to me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I aEk 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and to include 
therein the testimony of Commissioner 
of Reclamation Page before the Commit
tee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

There was no objection. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1943 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Okla
homa. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole Eouse 
on the state of the Union for the consid
eration of the bill H. R. 6845, with Mr. 

, COOPER in the chair. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The first reading of the bill was dis

pensed with. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 20 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, in submitting for your 

consideration the annual bill fur appro
priations for the Department of the In
terior for the fiscal year 1943, let me say 
at the outset that I feel that the com
mittee has done a reasonably good job. 
The hearings began on February 23 and 
continued morning and afternoon every 
day, including Saturday, for approxi
mately 1 month. This is not an easy bill 
to handle. As many of you know, there 

are more items in the Interior Depart
ment appropriation bill than any other 
annual appropriation bill that has or will 
come before the Congress. 

The committee, in considering the bill, 
was, for the first time in many years, 
without the valuable advi"ce and counsel 
of our late distinguished and beloved 
chairman, Hon. Ed Taylor, of Cobrado, 
who a few months ago, as all of you re
call, passed to his reward after more 
than 30 years of very honorable service in 
this House. He was a member of the Ap
propriations Committee for more than 20 
years, and for 18 years was a member of 
this particular subcommittee. We nave 
missed him in advice and wise cou;.1sel. 

The present distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON], 
appeared before the committee at the 
opening session and made a valuable 
statement and questioned what may cor
rectly be called the main witness, the 
Secretary of the Interior. Chairman 
CANNON demonstrated that he is very fa
miliar with the items in the bill. And 
the Secretary of the Interior also dem
onstrated that he has a wealth of infor
mation. He speaks direct to the point 
and is not evasive, nor does he deal in 
glittering generalities. 

Every member of the committee, both 
the majority and the minority, attended 
the hearings faithfully, appeared on 
time, and stayed until the last rap of the 
gavel, figuratively speaking. Many times 
we sat through the day without lunch, 
in order to expedite the hearings. I am 
glad to say that the minority members 
of this committee rendered very faithful 
and efficient service. There was mighty 
little partisan politics in evidence in the 
consideration of this bill. Although we 
were not always in agreement on certain 
items, and we sometimes had pretty hot 
discussions, generally speaking we got 
together on the items and this is more 
nearly a unanimous report from our com
mittee than any other committee on 
which I have had the honor to serve. 
Of course what I say about the minority 
members applies also to the majority 
members of the committee. I told the 
full Committee on Appropriations this 
morning that we had divid€d up our work, 
that I assigned certain members to the 
various activities and that we found that 
method had facilitated and expedited our 
hearings and we believe that we ap
proached the subjects in a more intelli
gent manner than we have ever before 
been able to consider a bill of this char
acter and magnitude. 

I cannot refrain from mentioning in 
particular one member of our commit
tee who sat with us this year through
out the long ordeal of hearings, who will 
not be with us next year. I refer, of 
course to our beloved and distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Washing
ton [Mr. LEAVY], who has recently re
ceived a very important judicial appoint
ment in the State of Washington, and 
who, I understand, will be leaving soon 
for his new position. It is, of course, 
needless for me to tell you who know 
him that the gentleman from Washing
ton is a tireless worker as well as one of 
our most effective and conscientious 
members. We shall miss him greatly• 
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and as he goes to his new field of en
deavor where he will make a great Fed
eral judge I am sure I speak the sentiment 
of every member of the committee and 
the House when I say that we wish him 
well in his wider scope of activity. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I rise to second the 

remarks just made concerning our col
league the gentleman from Washington, 
Judge LEAVY. As one coming from the 
far West, where irrigation is so supremely 
important, I value highly the work that 
the gentleman from Washington, Judge 
LEAVY, has done on the committee, espe
cially with reference to reclamation. As 
I ~Jaid before the gentleman's committee, 
I am saddened to think that we are ·los
ing him, but I congratulate the great 
cause of reclamation in that he, as a 
newly appointed Federal judge, is going 
on the berich at a time when judicial 
interpretations and decisions are to be 
made involving new uses and rights of 
water in arid lands. Such matters will 
come before him in the future for judicial 
as well as similar problems in the past 
for statesmanlike consideration. As I · 
said also before the committee, I feel that 
we will have to have the due perspective 
of history in order to discern fully the 
work that he has done in the 5 years he 
has been a Member of this House and of 
this subcommittee. The gentleman from 
Washington, Congressman LEAVY, has 
been a statesman of the first order, work
ing for legislation and governmental ac
tion such as would benefit generations 
yet unborn as well as for the benefit of 
those who occupy the land today. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the distinguished 
gentleman from Arizona for his very 
splendid statement, and I am sure what 
the gentleman has just stated reflects the 
sentiment of every Member of this House 
on both sides of the aisle. 

Mr. Chairman, there are 26 agencies 
and activities of Government within the 
Department of the Interior. It is not an 
easy thing to get the detailed informa
tion one needs to make an intelligent ap
propriation for any particular agency, 
when one has so many agencies to deal 
with. I am going to make a statement 
now that some may not appreciate, but I 
think I ought to make it. Thirty Mem
bers of the House appeared before our 
committee. Twenty-odd other witnesses 
also appeared, all of whom gave testimony 
to the needs of the various agencies and 
activities :lr projects in which they were 
particularly interested. The record dis
closes that each and every Member of 
Congress, including one able and dis
tinguished United States Senator, asked 
the committee to appropriate funds in ex
cess of tlie Budget estimate. I am safe in 
saying I think that if the committee had 
heeded the advice and suggestions of 
those 30 Members of Congress, instead 
of being able to bring in a report many 
millions of dollars below the Budget 
estimate, and many more millions below 
what it took to operate the Department 
of the Interior last year, this committee 

would have been forced to appropriate 
many, ·many millions of dollars more than 
the Budget estimates and possibly more 
than it will take to ope:!'ate this :'Jepart
ment of Government for the current 
fiscal year. 

I repeat that not one 'single Member 
of Congress appearing before the com
mittee was able to point out wherein the 
committee might be able to reduce an 
appropriation below any Budget estimate. 

May I call your attention to the fact 
that the Department of the Interior, 
without asking. for it and possibly with
out any desire on its part, has become 
to a large · measure a defense agency. I 
might almost call it a war agency. Ex
cept for the Army and the Navy, the De
partment of the Interior today is much 
more a defense or war agency than any 
other department of Government. That, 
of course, made it necessary, in some in
stances, to increase appropriations. I 
will mention some of those as I go along. 

For example, the Bureau of Mines, 
which has always been an important 
agency, is now exerting practically all of 
its activities to an all-out war effort. 

While we were holding our hearings 
there came in supplemental estimates 
for this Bureau, and I assume there will 
be additional supplemental estimates in 
those agencies that have been .called upon 
by the War Department to render special 
service in connection with war activities. 

There is the Geological Survey that 
has been called upon to do special work 
for the War Department. · 

There 1s the Rt)clamation Service. that, 
to all intents and purposes, is a war ac
tivity or a defense activity. It is well 
known that an efficient war program can
not be carried to a successful conclusion 
without a tremendous supply of electrical 
energy. The Reclamation Service is en
gaged in a desperate effort to complete 
several large power projects in order that 
it may assist in relieving the power short
age which now threatens the country 
and the war program. Vast amounts of 
power being developed and about to be 
developed in connection with several of 
our reclamation projects, and power be
ing developed at Bonneville Dam, which, 
as you know, was constructed by the 
engineer department of the Army, are 
vitally essential in the reduction of ores 
containing minerals of strategic -impor
tance such as zinc, lead, copper, tungsten, 
magnesium. and other minerals. The 
precessing of ores to secure these essen
tial minerals requires tremendous quan
tities of electrical energy and the pro
duction of this power on reclamation 
projects and at Bonneville Dam has 
proved of inestimable value to the war 
effort. 

In connection with the Bonneville 
power development and the Grand 
Coulee power development, I am sure 
Judge LEAVY and others will discuss these 
items in some detail in connection with 
this bill. 

May I pause long enough to say that 
in times past it has been somewhat diffi
cult to get appropriations for some of 
these departmental agencies and activi
ties. 

For example, we have been told in years 
past that we were wasting money on some 
of these great reclamation projects; that 
there was no need of additional power; 
that there was no need for additional 
reclamation projects, but today we find 
ourselves in a position where the Govern
ment is actually faced with a shortage of 
power in many of those areas. 

I am wondering, Mr. Chairman, what 
would have happened if we had not had 
some far-sighted men on this committee 
like the gentleman from Washington, 
Judge LEAVY, for example, who have 
fought from the very beginning for more 
power and more reclamation projects to 
create more power. I am wondering 
what we would do for magnesium and 
many of the strategic ores and materials 
that are so essential for the prosecution 
of the war if we had not made a fight for 
some of those activities for which the 
committee in the past has been seriously 
criticized, both in and out of Con
gress? 

In an annual appropriation bill that 
was passed a few days ago we heard a 
great deal about travel pay, and many 
items of travel pay were cut. So your 
committee especially investigated and 
considered that part of the bill, and I am 
glad to report to you that travel expense 
has been cut from 5 percent in the 
strictly war activity agencies, like the 
Bureau of Mines, to more than 75 per
cent in some of the strictly nondefense 
activities. Altogether, we have cut 
travel pay in the various departments 
over $571,000, or an average of nearly 
20 percent, whicn occurs to me is a dras
tic cut. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. NELSON. Reference has been 

made as to reduction of travel allow
ances, not only in this bill, but in another 
previously considered. Recalling the 
support given by the gentleman in charge 
of the bill now under consideration, when 
efforts, some successful, were made to 
reduce travel costs in the Agriculture ap
propriation bill, I heartily congratulate 
him. Travel costs have for years in
creased · without reason. In some in
st~,nces they are little short of scandalous. 
Such waste and extravagance simply has 
to stop. So much Pullman travel and 
palatial hotel entertainment, while to be 
condemned in peacetime is absolutely in
excusable in wartime. In every effort 
looking to travel reduction costs the gen
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSoNl 
has been active, as in everything looking 
to proper economy so as to lighten the 
burden which ta~payers must bear. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I ap
preciate the gentleman's very kindly 
contribution and will say to the gentle
man that travel pay had already been 
cut in this bill tremendously before the 
committee began consideration ·of the 
bill. 

Before taking up a detailed P,iscussion 
of the bill, let me say I have just received 
from the Interior Department a special 
itemized statement as to the revenues of 
that Department. Possibly some Mem-
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bers of Congress do not really under
stand that the Interior Department is 
one of the few. departments that each 
year actually produces revenue to and 
for the Treasury. 

I will discuss some of those a little 
later. 

The total revenues of the Interior De
partment, as just handed me, amounts to 
$52,922,624. I will include in my remarks 

·an itemized statement showing where 
those revenues come from. For instance, 
there are revenues from the Grazing 
Service of more than a million dollars. 

Revenues,from the Bonneville Power Ad
ministration of more than $6,000,000. 
Revenues from the General Land Office 
of more than $7,000,000. Revenues from 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs of more than 
$7,000,000. Revenues from the Bureau of 
Reclamation, and how much do you sup
pose? Over $15,274,000. Revenues from 
the National Park Service of more than 
$2,000,000. Revenues from the Fish and 
Wildlife Service, $1,761,000. Revenues 
from Government and Territories of 
more than $5,000,000. Here is the item
ized statement to which I referred: 

Department- of the Interior-Estimated receipts by bureaus, fiscal fjear 1942 

Bureau Generalfund Specialfunds Trust 
accounts 'l' otal 

Office or the Secretary ----------------------------------- $440 -------------- ------------- - $440 
Grazing Service__________________________________________ 577,500 $600,000 $200,500 1, 378,000 
Bituminous Coal Division_______________________________ t 5, 134,489 -------------- -------------- 5, 134,489 
Bonneville Power Administration________________________ 6, 476, 550 ----- ~-------- -------------- 6, 476, 550 
G eneral Land Office_ _____________________________________ 862, 900 6, 505, 500 112, 000 7, 480, 400 
Bureau ol Indian Affairs_________________________________ 1, 520,600 -------•-- ---- 5, 968,305 7, 488,905 
Bureau of R eclamation___________________________________ 3, 201, 000 12, 000, 000 73, 000 15, 274, 000 
Geological Survey ---------------------------------------- 48, 000 ---------- - - - - -------------- 48, 000 
Bureau of Mines·---------------------------------------- 45, 000 50,000 -------------- 95,000 
National P ark Service.- ---------------------------------- 2, 202,255 --------- --- -- 38, 140 2, 240,395 
Fish and Wildlife Service __ ------------------------------ 1, 548, 160 98, 000 135, 200 1, 781, 360 
Government in the Territories_-------------------------- 425, 085 5, 000, 000 100, 000 5, 525, 085 

1---------l--------1---------1---------
TotaL--------------------------------------------- 22,041,979 24,253,500 6, 627, 145 52, 922,624 

l'Revenues collected by Internal Bureau. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. HOUSTON. · In other words, the 

revenue is about' one-quarter of the total 
appropriation for the next fiscal year; 
is that not correct? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I believe 
that is about correct. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is a remarkable 
showing. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the able gentleman from Kansas, and 
will agree that is a remarkable showing. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the distinguished gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I think 
it would be interesting to learn Just what 
disposition is made of this revenue. Is 
it used for the operating expenses of the 
various departments that bring in the 
revenue; or is it put into a general fund 
of some sort? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Some of 
it is used for that purpose, but the major 
portion of it goes into the Treasury of 
the United States, and, judging from 
what I hear, the depleted Treasury can 
use that $52,922,624 at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. It is a 
credit against this appropriation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. In ef
fect; yes. 

Now, I know what you gentlemen want 
to hear. You want to know the exact 
figures-how much the appropriation 
has been cut. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK The gentleman 

did not mention the Bituminous Coal 
Commission. There wa~ $1,500,000 turned 
in last year, and this year it will come 
close to $3,000,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes; I 
thank the gentleman for reminding me. 
The fact is there are several other items 
that I failed to mention specifically. I 
have, however. placed the itemized state
ment in the RECORD giving that informa
tion in some detail. 

The Budget estimates considered for 
the fiscal year 1943 by the' committee 
amounted to a total of $180,317,266. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 10 additional 
minutes 

The committee recommends appropria
tions totaling $162,634,845. You will note 
that the amount recommended by the 
committee effects ,a reduction under the 
Budget estimate of $17,662,421. 

The bill provides a reduction under the 
1942 appropriation of $75,466,435. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkf·nsas. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentlemen yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Is the 
· greater part of this reduction · due to the 
reduction of appropriations for special 
projects, or is a percentage of it also with 
reference to the operation of the Depart
ment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I may 
say to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
it is both a reduction of projects and 
other agencies. I will discuss reduction 
of travel pay later, but suffice to say this 
has been drastically reduced. The com
mittee, as it were, went through this bill 
with a fine-tooth comb and reduced it 
wherever it was humanly possible to do 
so, without seriously impairing the effi
ciency of the agency or activities in ques
tion. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. HOPE. I noticed in hurriedly go

ing through the brief resume in the back 

of the report that there were several 
items for increases in salary for various 
purposes. Will the gentleman explain 
that if he has not already done so? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I may 
have mentioned the fact to the commit
tee a while ago that in every agency the 
committee allowed, of course, for Ram
speck promotions, for there was nothing 
that could be done about that and I be
lieve there is nothing that either the 
committee or the Congress wants to do 
about that. Aside from the Ramspeck 
promotions, however, I believe the gen
tleman will find few if any increases in 
salary in the bill. On the other hand we 
eliminated salaries; in fact, nearly every 
proposed new salary was eliminated. 

Mr. HOPE. I notice an item in the 
Secretary's office for salary increases of 
$62,000 above the last fiscal year. Is 
that brought about by the Ramspeck 
Act? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. No; not 
altogether. That is brought about 
largely because the Division of Investiga
tion of the Interior Department has been 
eliminated altogether and transferred to 
the Secretary's office, as the gentleman 
will see if he will turn to page 18 of the 
report. Does that explain what the 
gentleman has in mind? 

Mr. HOPE. Then that does in large 
measure account for the increase in 
salary in the Secretary's office. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The 
gentleman is correct. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I think 

it is rather germane to the general ex
planation of the bill which the gentle
man is so admirably making to call at
tention to a notification of a project 
which came to my desk just a few days 
ago, in fact, under date of March 16, 
the sponsor being the Department of the 
Interior National Park Service. It seems 
to me it bears directly on the item of 

.$208,000 for the administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, and so forth, of 
the national historical parks and monu
ments. This item is f6r $69,050 and is 
to improve buildings and facilities and 
grounds at the Statue of Liberty National 
Monument on Bedloe's Island, New York 
Harbor. It seems to me this item should 
more properly be considered in connec
tion with the appropriation of $208,000 
carried on page 115 of the blll for the 
very same thing. 

Mr. ~OHNSON of Oklahoma. I may 
say to the gentleman from New York that 
an item for construction at the Statue 
of Liberty was eliminated by the com
mittee, on the theory that it is not such 
an urgent necessity that it cannot wait 
awhile. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. That 
clears that up then. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. As I 
recall there was a Budget estimate for it, 
but the committee eliminated that as it 
did many other c,mstruction items. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Conse
quently there is no duplication as be
tween the Work Projects Administration 
program and the Department of the 
Interior program. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The 

gentleman is correct. As the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FITZPATRICK] men
tioned a moment ago, the committee 
made a substantial reduction in funds 
for the Bituminous Coal commission. 
We have recommended a cut in this 
agency amounting to $178,246, yet this is 
one of the few agencies that brings sub
stantial revenues to the Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr .. JOHNSON of Oldahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does not the gentle
man believe that is a pretty sew~re cut, in 
view of the fact that, as just stated, they 
are likely to have an income of about 
$3,000,000 in revenues? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes; I 
agree that it is severe, and, frankly, that 
is exactly what the committee has en
deavored to do this year in connection 
with this as well as other activities in 
this bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is a false economy 
and going a little too strong. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Possibly 
so. Some members of our committee 
think we have· cut too drastically iri this 
as well as other agencies. I may say to 
the gentleman that, in my opinion, there 
are many items in this bill that are cut 
severely, but again I must say that it was 
done deliberately, not as a slap or criti
cism of this or that agency. I believe the 
time has come when the Congress must 
cut and cut to the bone, and then cut 
again, especially in all nondefense ac
tivities. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is another 
item that I notice has been ·cut. That 
is in Indian schools. Does the gentle
man offhand remember how Haskell was 
treated in that? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I will 
discuss the Indian se'rvice presently; 
however, I am pleased to say in reference 
to Indian schools that Haskell got _ about 
the same appropriation that it received 
last year. There is no change in the ap
propriation and although living condi
tions are higher they will simply have to 
pull in their belt at Haskell, like every
body will have to do every place else, and 
live on a little less, as their contribution 
to the war effort. 

This bill was originally cut about $50,-
000,000 below the 1942 appropriation by 
the Bureau of the Budget. This original 
Budget came into the Department the 
day-the Saturday before Pearl Harbor. 
A cut of $50,000,000 seemed so severe to 
certain department heads and others. 
Now, let me give you a bit of history with 
reference to this Interior bm. 

I know there are some Members of 
the Congress who do not particularly 
admire the Secretary of the Interior. 

They may not like the way he parts his 
hair or they may not have liked some 
statements he has made in reply to those 
who have crossed swords with him in de
bate, but let me tell you what he did. 
On Sunday when he heard about Pearl 
Harbor, he did not wait until Monday. 
Nor did he wait for orders from anyone, 
not even Congress. Secretary Icl{es im
mediately put the Interior Department on 
a. war basis. On Monday when ordinarily 

one in his position might have complained 
about the $50,000,000 cut below what it 
had taken to operate the Interior De
partment the curr~nt year, the Secre
tary of the Interior said, "We are going 
to voluntarily take another $10,000,000 
cut." 

Did you ever hear of a Federal govern
mental agency doing that before? You 
never did. I will tell you why. Because 
it -is the first time in the history of the 
Federal Government-and I measure my 
words-when any Federal agency or de
partment ever voluntarily asked the 
Budget to cut them $10,000,000 below any 
Budget estimate. Since that time some 
other agencies have followed the ex
ample of the Secretary of the Interior 
but up until then no other Federal 
agency or department or activity had 
ever done any such thing. 

So when the Secretary a~d his repre
sentatives came to our committee and 
presented their bill it was not $50,000,000 
below last year's figure but, in round fig
ures, a cut of $60,000,000. Our commit
tee, after hearing the evidence and after 
running through this bill, as I say, fig
uratively speaking, witli a fine-toothed 
comb, reduced it still another $17,700,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I notice another item 
here-coal and mining inspection and in
vestigation, a reduction of $61,000. Does 
that affect the safety of the inspection 
of mines at all? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, 
the committee felt that inasmuch as this 
is a new service it could take this drastic 
reduction without seriously interfering 
with the efficiency of the Department. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope it works out 
all right, but that is a very serious mat
ter. We have had a lot of losses in the 
last few years. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Again I 
must agree with the gentleman from 
Kansas that it is a very serious matter, 
and is a very drastic cut. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 10 additional 
minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of -Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I have 
not been able to analyze where the cuts 
in the Fish and Wildlife Service will be 
principally applied. I have heard a 
rumor to the effect that one cut will 
necessitate the closing of 12 fish hatch
eries now being operated; is that correct? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I regret 
to tell the gentleman that the rumor is 
well founded. It will necessitate the 
closing of· some 12 fish hatcheries. Now, 
I think fish hatcheries are splendid 
activities; I believe that they can be 
justified from any viewpoint. Further
more, in my judgment they could even 
be justified in time of war on the basis 
that there might be a shortage of food 
supplies; but, on the other hand, con
sidering there was no Budget estimate 
~or the hatcheries proposed to be closed, 

the committe~ felt that among the many 
activities and agencies of the Department 
that no serious results would come from 
temporary closing of those hatcheries. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Will 
the gentleman state how much the com
mittee proposes to appropriate for the 
operation of the fish hatcheries? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I do not 
have the exact figures at my fiinger.
tips, but I am sure you will find them in 
the hearings. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I have 
another question based upon that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Looking 
at the report, on page 43, column 3, the 
gentleman will find that $906,715 is being 
made available for the propagation of 
food fishes next year. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Nine 
hundred thousand dollars? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Nine 
hundred and six thousand dollars, which 
is a reduction of $162 ,840. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. That 
is the point I want to raise. You take 
$100,000 from the Fish and Wildlife Serv
ice, which is the old Bureau of Fish€ries 
and the old Biological Survey, curtailing 
a benefit to all the people, in order to 
continue the payment of $700,000 for the 
shooting and trapping of coyotes in the 
West. That is something that I cannot 
understand in e:trecting an economy in 
this program. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I am not 
surprised at what the gentleman says. 
We may talk rigid economy and think 
we are economy minded. When it is pro
posed to reduce or curtail any agency of 
Government in which Members are fa
miliar with and ar€ personally interested 
in, well that is a horse of a different color. 
I do not mean to be critical. I know the 
gentleman has had an important part in 
getting some of these hatcheries started 
and maintained, and I commend him for 
it, and yet, as important as they are, they 
might wait for awhile as a contribution 
to an all-out total war effort. 

Let me say, however, in answering the 
gentleman's question, that the item for 
trapping coyotes in the West and Mid- · 
die West has also taken a tremendous 
cut. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Sixty 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is 
the reduction by the committee. I might 
add that the trapping of coyotes and 
other predatory animals, which the gen
tleman apparently feels is of such little 
importance, affects a majority of the 
States of this Union. The gentleman 
might have difficulty convincing cattle 
and sheep raisers that the trapping of 
coyotes and wolves that prey on their 
sheep and cattle is of such minor im
portance. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I do 
not criticize any cut on a reasonable 
basis in a peacetime nonessential-from 
the standpoint of war-activity. I raise 
no issue about your cutting the appro
priation for the Pittman-Robertson Act 
$1,000,000. I raise no question about the 
general reduction in this item. The 
point I raise is, Why appropriate to the 
Fish and Wildlife Service $700,000 for the 
stockmen of the West, when everybody 
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at all familiar with how the money is 
expended knows that it is an expensive 
kind of operation to spend $700,000 in 
that way, and in order to maintain that 
expenditure cut something else that af
fects practically the whole Nation and 
affects a fish supply that, if once too 
badly depleted, we may be years and 
years in bringing back again? It is not 
that I question ihe cuts, it is the discre
tion you have exercised as to where the 
cuts should be made. 
. Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I think 
if the gentleman had listened to the tes
timony of the representatives from the 
Bureau of Fisheries and had the full facts 
that he probably would agree that the 
committee did the best it could, consider
ing there was no Budget estimate for any 
of the hatcheries to be closed. The total 
cut in the rodent-control item was 
$249,300, which includes a cut of $65,000 
by the committee. The amount recom
mended by the committee provides a sum 
50 percent less than was appropriated 
for this purpose 2 years ago. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. The statement the 
gentleman made with regard to eliminat
ing 12 fish hatcheries in the country 
challenged my attention. As the gentle
man knows, I come from Michigan. We 
have more than· 12,000 inland lakes in 
that State. It is a great recreational 
State. There is only one . Federal fish 
hatchery in Michigan. I rise to inquire 
whether or not you eliminated that one. 
It happens to be within my congressional 
district. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I may 
say to the gentleman that I share his 
anxiety, since one of the Federal fish 
hatcheries happens to be situated .in the 
district I represent in Congress. I must 
confess I do not know. As · far as the 
record shows, however, there is no in
formation that the gentleman's hatch
ery is one of the hatcheries that may be 
scheduled to be closed. 

Mr. DONDERO. In other words, the 
Federal hatchery at Northville, Wayne 
County, Mich., is not to be eliminated? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I can
not give such assurance, though I wish 
I could. That is, of course, up to the 
Flsh and Wildlife Service. 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Chalr
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. We realize 
the responsibility you men feel in trying 
to make these cuts, and generally we 
want to make them. On the other hand, 
in connection with fish hatcheries and 
similar activities, we must proceed on the 
premise that they must :Q.ave been reason
able and desirable expenses to begin with 
or they never would have been in the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is 
correct. 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Inasmuch as 
that is true, and insofar as we go back 
and look at the record-and I represent 
California, where there are thousands of 
lakes in the mountains and where there 
are also commercial fisheries along the 
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coast-we find that the number of fish 
has been dropping, that there have been 
fewer and fewer and fewer of them every 
year. I know that from my own per
sonal knowledge and what I have been 
told by others. There have been tremen
dous losses in the stock of fish. Does the 
gentleman think it wise to cut this ap
propriation, which may possibly result in 
wiping out these fish in many instances, 
particularly in view of the fact that fish 
is a food source? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I would 
dislike very much to see any fish· hatchery 
in the United States closed that can actu
ally justify its existence, where the local 
people are cooperating, and where it has 
been successful. I am very much fn favor 
of fish hatcheries. I believe in them. I 
think there is nothing that the local peo
ple appreciate more than fish hatcheries. 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. May I ob
serve that perhaps cuts should not be 
made horizontally, I think there is a 
more intelligent way to make them than 
to go into the final effect this will have 
on the cost of this particular Depart
ment. If we wipe out these fish, think 
what it will cost eventually to restore 
them. This either is or is not a neces
sary function. If it is necessary, it 
should be kept. I make the suggestion 
that the committee give further thought 
to this matter. · 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 10 additional 
minutes. 

May I make this general statement in 
reference to fish hatcheries. Let me 
again emphasize the fact that your com
mittee did not arbitrarily withhold funds 
from 12 fish hatcheries in order to close 
them. I repeat that there was no 
Budget estimate for those 12- hatcheries 
and as I recall of the 30 Members who 
appeared before the committee only 1 
Member, as I recall, the gentleman from 
Arkansas, even mentioned fish hatch
eries. 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. There was 
no Budget estimate at all? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is 
correct. There was no Budget estimate 
for the 12 fish hatcheries, and I may say 
that neither the Bureau of the Budget 
nor the Department gave the committee 
a list of the hatcheries that it proposed 
to close. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN; Can the gentleman tell 
me on what page of the hearings I can 
find what 12 hatcheries are to be elimi
nated? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is 
impossible. The comPiittee was not sup
. plied with that information. 

Mr. STEFAN. That is in the discre
tion of 'the Department? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes; it 
is in the discretion of the Department. 
Possibly the Department itself does not 
now know. It is only fair to say that this 
suggestion was not made to the Budget 
on the part of the Bureau of Fisheries. 

Mr. STEFAN. Of course, the people 
want cuts made in every category that 

represents nondefense itE:ms wherever 
they can possibly be made. We are all 
agreed on that, but I want to ask the 
gentleman a· question about these cuts. 
Has there been anything done that will 
deprive the people of my State of stocking 
their lakes and streams with fish? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Of 
course, if the gentleman has a fish 
hatchery, and that hatchery should hap
pen to be closed along with 11 other big 
fish hatcheries that will be closed, it may 
deprive some of his citizens from having 
as much fish in the future as in the past. 
That is conceivable and it will happen 
ln my State, I am sure, as well as in other 
States. 

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman knows 
that in his own State and in my State we 
have had a drought, but rains have now 
come back to us again and lakes have 
been filled and people have just begun 
stocking these streams and lakes. We 
send applications to · the Bureau of 
Fisheries for fish when the people back 
home send us the applications. We are 
just beginning to stock these streams and 
lakes. I agree with my colleague from 
Virginia that if we stop now the people in 
Nebraska and in your State and in some 
other States who have just begun re
habilitating and stocking these streams 
will have done a lot of things that are 
never coming back to them again. The 
people who live on the coasts and in the 
States that have a lot of lakes do not 
realize what it means to us in Nebi'aska 
to have water come back again and have 
lakes again and have fish again. We in 
the Middle West like fishing. But we will 
forego some of our pleasure if we are sure 
we are not being discriminated against. 
We are for everything that will help win 
the war. But give us equal treatment 
with. ot.her States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I agree 
with the gentleman in his splendid state
ment and also in his conclusions. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to my friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I was 
astounded at the gentleman's statement 
to the effect that the Bureau of the 
Budget had decided to close some of these 
fish hatcheries and did not condescend 
to tell Congress which fish hatcheries 
they were going to close, although these 
fish hatcheries and the Budget are all 
creations of the Congress. Now the 
people are appealing to us to repl'esent 
them and to maintain democracy, which 
means representative government. Does 
not the gentleman think it is time that 
the Congress looked after these changes 
that are being made with reference to 
these institutions of long standing that 
have proved of such great benefit to the 
people in the various States? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I agn:e 
with the gentleman but I am sure the 
gentleman understands that the Bureau 
of the Budget did not appear before the 
committee. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That is 1 
true, but I do not believe the Bureau of 
the Budget has the right to dictate to 
Congress about killing enterprises that 
the American people want and that they 
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are willing to pay for and that Congress 
has created. I would like to see some of 
the $16,000,000 that was appropriated 
the other day for travel pay for the De
partment of Agriculture used to main
tain these fish hatcheries that have 
proved their worth. I do not think the 
Congress ought to capitulate and let the 
Bureau of the Budget destroy them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Again I 
agree with the gentleman and I may say 
that when we reach the amendment 
stage in the consideration of the bill the 
gentleman will have an opportunity to 
offer an amendment to the bHl. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Let me 
say to the gentleman that I respect his 
opinion and I am very fond of him, as he 
knows. I have great confidence in him 
and o.ften follow his leadership, and I 
wil! be delighted to follow his kadership 
now if he will offer an amendment to 
put these funds back into the bill for the 
retention of all these fis~ hatcheries that 
are now in operation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I wish 
I could assure the gentleman I could do 
so, but a majority of the committee might 
not agree with me. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman tell us just where in the bill 
this provis~on comes and the amount 
that has b€en stricken? I want to save 
money, but as the Negro preacher said, 
I do not want to "strain at a gnat and 
swallow a camel." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. If the 
gentleman will look up the item in the 
bill mder the caption "Propagation of 
food fishes," he will find where he can 
offer such an amendment. If the mem
bers of this Committee agree with the 
gentleman-and he has very persuasive 
powers and I may say is a man of power 
on this floor-he will have an opportunity 
to raise the amount for this purpose in 
the bill. But I will say, in passing, I 
would .a 1oc rather be criticized for cutting 
this bill too drastically than to have any
body say that we are sloughing off money 
and refusing to cut nondefense activities. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The 
amount, as I see it, is $906,715. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes; 
that is correct. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. And 
what WG,S the amount last year? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. It was 
$1,069,555 la,st year. 

Mr. RAI\11GN of Mississippi. Would 
that be a sufficient amount to carry on 
these activities for the coming year? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. It would 
be more than enough and I will be glad 
to discuss with the gentleman the exact 
amount necessary if the gentleman wants 
to offer that amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Has 
the gentleman's committee ever gone 
into the question, with the stockmen of 
the West, of the most efficient and eco
nomical method of predatory control, 
the bounty system as compared with the 
employees of the Government getting 
$200 or more a month and all expenses? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I think 
I may say to the gentleman that while 
there have been some statements in the 
past with reference to that matter, the 
committee has never made any detailed 
investigation along the line the gentle
man has in mind. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I hope 
at some future time when you can do so 
you will take some testimony along that 
line, because I believe we can save some 
i:noney and get better results. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the gentleman for his valuable sugges
tion, and I now invite him to appear be
fore the committee and make any sug
gestions that he has whereby we can 
save a . dollar. I know the committee 
would be persuaded to follow the gentle
man's invaluable advice which all of us 
deeply appreciate. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield to me again? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. DONDERO. I want to be sure I 

understood the Chairman correctly when 
he said as to the amount that was elim
inated, that there was not given to the 
committee a list of the 12 tlsh hatcheries 
that were to be eliminated from the 
schedule of fish hatcheries throughout 
the country. Is that correct? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Let me 
say again that rio such list of hatcheri'es 
that are proposed to be eliminated was 
given to the committee. The amount 
of the appropriation, of course, is in 
the bill. 

Mr. DONDERO. That is the amount 
that has been decreased. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahgma . .Yes. 
Mr. MURRAY. In view of the fact that 

the gentleman from Oklahoma demon
strated his desire to cut nondefense ex
penditures in the consideration of the 
agricultural appropriation bill last week, 
I ask him if he would be willing to tell us 
about this money for irrigation, realizing 
that during the past 2 years, without any 
criticism of irrigation as a system of agri
culture, we have been appropriating five 
and ten times as much for irrigation as 
we did previously and at the same time 
we have been spending millions, up to 
billions, of dollars to curtail production. 
I wish the gentleman would give us a 
little information on that. 
• Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The gen
tleman raises a very interesting issue. I 
doubt whether he and I could reach an 
agreement in the next 'few minutes or 
hours with reference to ·the agricultural 
appropriation bill. I have not always 
been in accord with certain features of 
the agricultural measures as they have 
passed this House, but I say this to the 
gentleman, that, so far as irrigation 
proj2cts are concerned, there has been a 
considerable amount of money spent by 
the Government to construct and main
tain them, and there will be more money 
spent in the future. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen
tleman from Oklahoma has again ex
pired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself 10 minutes 

more. The gentl2man's argument in 
peacetimes might be sound, but I am very 
much of the opinion that it would not be 
wise to curtail productjon if we are going 
to win this war. Of course, all of us 
know that we are going to win the war, 
and I have no patience with those who 
say that we might lose it, because Amer
ica will never live in a world dominated 
by either Nazis or Jap3. 1 But we are not 
going to win this wa.r solely with battle
ships, planes, powder, or guns, or torpedo 
boats, important as the~ all are. We are 
going to win this war when the Axis 
Powers run short of food and materials. 
and then God help America if we are in 
the same situation. That must not be. 
Yet I am fearful that the time is not far 
distant when the United States of Amer
ica is likely to be found short of many 
food supplies that Wf! now need unless we 
make sure that it does not occur. 

Mr. MURRAY. That does not answer 
the question. I would like to know how 
this $70,000,000 compares with the other 
appropriations. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I say to 
the gentleman that, so far as reclama
tion projects already in operation are 
concerned, the committee followed the 
Budget estimate more generally than it 
has in many other of the items. For 
instance, a reclamation project might 
have 10,000 additional acres within its 
scope, which it is proposed to have op
erated next year. The committee in 
some instances has felt it would be justi
fied in providing for the continuation, 
and in some cases for the expansion of 
some of those reclamation projects. If 
the gentleman will examine the bill, how
ever, he will find that practically every 
dollar of increase· in the bill is for power 
development. I have in my possession 
a letter, which I cannot put in the REc
ORD, of a confidential nature, from a re
sponsible governmental agency advising 
that there is now a serious shortage of 
power in the United States, so serious 
that I will tell the gentleman off the 
record what it means in the reduction 
in the building of certain elements of 
vital importance in speeding up produc
tion and winning the war. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Cer
tainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am very much in
terested in the gentleman's observation 

· about the shortage of food. For a year 
or more I have felt that we would have a 
tremendous shortage in this country, 
Can the gentleman give us the benefit of 
his thoUght upon that, as to what he 
thinks will be the primary cause of the 
shortage? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. To be
gin with, it is the war, which is No. 1. 

Second, I would say that many, many 
workers will be called into the Army, the 
Navy, the air forces, and into the indus
trial centers, thereby taking them from 
the farm. There is now developing a 
very serious shortage in certain agricul
tural areas. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Shortage of farm 
labor? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Short
age of farm labor. 
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Mr. BENDER. Will the gentleman 

yield to me? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. BENDER. The gentleman made 

the point of there being a shortage of 
power. Is it not possible to generate 
power by the use -of coal? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is 
correct. I may say that generally the 
production of power by coal is equally as 
cheap or cheaper than water power, pro
vided an abundance of coal is available 
at or very near the power plant in ques
tion. But that situation is not always 
possible in many areas. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle
man yield for one other question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Does the gentle

man feel that our obligations as to food 
under the Lend-Lease Act places upon us 
an absolutely unknown factor insofar as 
food requirements are concerned? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Oh, I 
think that is undoubtedly true. Of 
course, we know that we have sent to the 
Old World, especially to our Allies, several 
million tons of food. I am thankful that 
we had th~ food to send. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Three and one
half billion pounds. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I am 
glad we sent it, but, of course, I think our 
first obligation is to feed our own people 
and to see that there is no shortage of 
anything essential to winning the war. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And to count the 
cost? -

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Cer
tainly. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. I want to finish the 

colloquy on fish. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I im

agined the gentleman would come back 
to that. 

Mr. STEFAN. I want to ask the gen
tleman, who is a very fine statesman--

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the gentleman. I appreciate that. It is 
like when my wife used to tell me she 
thought I was good looking. I was very 
suspicious that she did not mean it, but 
I appreciated it just the same. 

Mr. STEFAN. But I do mean it. The 
gentleman and I have worked together 
on much legislation in which we had a 
common interest. He has helped me 
many times on good farm legislation. 
But I just wanted to finish the colloquy 
on fish. I wanted to be sure that there 
is nothing in this bill by which we .are 
expending money for the propagation of 
fish or the stocking of streams with fish 
from the United States in Central or 
South America, a thing which we have 
done heretofore. The gentleman's com
mittee has eliminated considerable 
money for cultural work among the for
eign Indians in their various activities. 
I would rather help the American Indian 
first. Is there anything in this bill by 
which we are expending money for the 
propagation of fish in Central and South 
America? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I will 
say to the gentleman there is not a line 
of testimony nor a s~ntence in this bill 
that would so indicate. 

Mr. STEFAN. I am happy to hear 
that because we in the Committee on Ap
propriations for the Department of State 
had some of that activity, and the com
mittee was wise enough to eliminate some 
of it. Now, the gentleman has discussed 
very ably the proposition that there may 
be a great food shortage in this world. 
I want to say that I agree with him in 
everything he had to say, including the 
statement that we are going to win this 
war. 

The question of food will have a great 
bearing on that victory, because it has 
been my own expeJ;ience, and I wish to 
tell my colleagues of it, in foreign coun
tries when war was raging to see the 
peasants and the old people who were 
left back home searching the fields of 
Europe for that last head of wheat or 
that last head of barley because the last 
gleanings meant a badly needed loaf of -
bread. There is a food shortage in 
Europe now. People there have been 
crying for food a long time. Many have 
already died there because they had no 
food. There is a great food shortage in 
the Far East where some of us have seen 
the beggar·boats of China gather around 
the ships that came into harbor. Hun
gry people with their nets, trying to catch 
just a little bit of food that is thrown 
away. Those food ships come there no 
more. Those particular hungry people 
have no more food. Thousands upon 
thousands have died. Many more thou
sands will die. I wish to tell the able 
chairman of this subcommittee that we 
in America do not yet realize how pre
cious fod will be in the future. We are 
wasteful and do not appreciate our farm 
producers. We are throwing into the 
slop barrels of America enough food to 
feed hundreds upon hundreds of thou
sands of people in foreign countries who 
are hungry today. Don't underestimate 
the great store of food our farmers have 
produced for you. We thank God for it. 

The gentleman has indicated that 
labor might have something to do with 
that. He and I, coming from farming 
sections, know that we may have a short
age of farm labor. 

I want to ask the gentleman if he has 
told the membership of the committee 
anything about that section of the bill 
which will be found on page 80 and which 
in my opinion is subject to a point of 
order, which has something to do with 
the moving of Japanese away from the 
west coast--Japanese who might be 
brought into some parts of my State. 
My people may not want those Japanese. 
I would like the gentleman to explain 
just what this section means. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I will 
say to the gentleman it was certainly not 
with any degree of pleasure that any 
member of this committee voted to put 
that particular item in the bill. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 10 additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
consumed 1 hour. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, a )?Dint 
of order. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. _ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I hope 
the gentleman w111 withdraw that re-

quest. We want to get through and start 
reading the bill today, if possible. I want 
to discuss that just a moment. Will the ~ 
gentleman kindly withdraw it, at least 
for the moment? 

Mr. BENDER. I will withdraw it, but 
we ought to have a larger audience 
present. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, I 
am sure there is a quorum present. 
However, some committees are in session 
and Members know they can inform 
themselves about this bill by reading the 
RECORD and hearing the discussion under 
the 5-minute rule tomorrow and possibly 
Thursday. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chair
man, to proceed for 10 additional min
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I hope 
I may be able to conclUde in 10 addi
tional minutes. I would like to explain 
this one situation before I yield. 

I said a moment ago that no member 
of the committee took any pleasure in 
putting that in the bill. I do not feel 
I ought to go into detail and say why it 
is in the bill further than to say it came 
as a special and we felt an urgent re
quest. If you will read this morning's 
paper you will find that some 20,000 
aliens and others are being shipped into 
certain areas, and I believe you will un
derstand why it was necessary to put 
this in the bill without further discus
sion of details. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I understood the 

gentleman to say there is a shortage of 
farm labor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is 
right. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We all know that is 
true, we all know there is a shortage of 
farm labor. Why do we not curtail the 
activities of the N. Y. A. and the C. C. C. 
under present conditions? . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, I 
do not care to go into that now. I am 
strong for a drastic reduction for all non
defense activities, but surely the gentle
man understands that the N. Y. A. does 
not fall in that category. It is today a 
defense agency. Every nondefense ac
tivity in theN. Y. A. in every State of the 
Union, so I am officially advised, was 
some time ago ordered eliminated-not 
curtailed but eliminated. In my State, 
for instance, and I assume it is the same 
in the gentleman's State, practically the 
only activities left in N. Y. A. are the 
master shops, where thousands of am
bitious young men have received e~ccellent 
training under seasoned, well-trained 
foremen. These master shops have 
turned out several hundred fine young 
men in recent weeks who have gone to 
Wichita, Kans., the gentleman's home 
city, a city that is a seething beehive of 
industrial activity. I wonder if my good 
friend, the distinguished gentleman, has 
in mind the training of those master 
shops as one of the activities he proposes 
to curtail? 



2880 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MARCH 24 

Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, I am in favor of 
keeping any defense activity going. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I 
thought the gentleman would be in favor 
of that. The fact is it would be a very 
serious blow to the several defense in
dustries in his home city if the defense 
training program in Kansas, Oklahoma, 
and other nearby States were suddenly 
cut off. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But as to the C. C. C. 
camp in my district, when they moved 
the camp out of there they burned the 
mattresses and sawed the handles off 
the shovels. Does the gentleman think 
that is good business? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. No; of 
course not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is why I want it 
eliminated. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well I 
know how the gentleman feels; they 
moved my C. C. C. camps also. After 
July 1, however, I am told they will all 
be eliminated except those on military 
reservations. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairm9,n, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. If this particular sec

tion of the bill was made for defense pur
poses I, of course, am not going to raise 
a point of order against it. The reason 
I call the gentleman's attention to it is 
because I believe the membership of the 
committee should know something about 
it. So far as I am concerned I do not 
believe the people in my State would like 
to have a lot of Japs come in on them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I agree 
with the gentleman. I do not believe 
the people of my State would like it either. 

This particular item was put in with 
the approval and, I believe, at the sug
gestion of the National Reclamation As
sociation. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio and Mr. LELAND 
M. FORD rose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very hopeful of con
cluding in 10 minutes. I do not want to 
speak too long. I yield first to the gen
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am trying LO 

reconcile some of the January Budget 
figures with the committee's figures. Can 
the gentleman from Oklahoma tell us 
the approximate amount that will be de
voted to power-in this bill? 

Mr. -JOHNSON of Oklahoma. It 
would have to be a guess on my part. 
The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
LEAVY] will discuss this within a few min
utes. My guess would be approximately 
$50,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. The estimate 
contained in the Budget submitted, by 
the President in January was $71,297,000 
for total Interior Department appropri
ations. 

We have an appropriation before us 
of $162,634,000 or a little more. I am 
trying to find out what constitutes the 
difference in these figures. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I do not 
quite understand what figures the gen

. tleman refers to. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. The estimate of 

appropriations given by the President in 
January 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. From 
what page in this is the gentleman read
ing? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am referring 
to the 1943 Budget estimate submitted 
by the President in January. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. For 
what? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. For the Depart
ment of the Interior. The total amount 
was $71.300,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. You 
mean for the Interior Department in its 
entirety? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That is right. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I fear 

the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Then I do not 

understand the figures. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The 

gentleman has the wrong figures. The 
estimate was $180,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That is the esti
mate the gentleman has here, but that 
certainly is not the estimate contained in 
the January Budget. The figure in the 
January Budget is $71,297,366. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I have 
not the slightest idea :what figures the 
gentleman is reading. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am reading 
from the Budget submitted in January. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. A few 
supplemental estimates came in since the 
Budget figures were submitted. But I 
am quite sure the gentleman is confused. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Possibly I can 
show the gentleman the figures to which 
I refer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. We will 
settle this once and for all. If I am mis
taken, I am willing to be corrected. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am wondering 
whether the estimates of appropriations 
that the committee refers to in its re
port may not in some respects be dif
ferent than the estimates given by the 
President in his Budget. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The 
only Budget I have seen is the one that 
came to the committee, and the figures 
are exactly as I have given them, $180,-
000,000 plus. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I wish the gen
tleman to understand that I am not ques
tioning his figures. I am merely trying 
to reconcile them with the January 
Budget figures. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I may 
· say to the gentleman that the figures 

he has here were not submitted to our 
committee and, of course, they would not 
be in line with the appropriations for 
last year. The figures the gentleman 
gives do not take into consideration the 
public works appropriation, the appro
priations in the public works chapter of 
the Budget. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. _ The gentleman 
does not remember what that amount is? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes; I 
can give the figures to the gentleman. 
That figure is $116,346,875. Add ·that to 
the $71,000,000 and I think he will find 
that $180,000,000, exactly as I gave it to 
him, is correct. Now, I wonder if I may 
be permitted to conclude without inter
ruption. Later I will be glad to answer 
any questions. 

The members of the committee are 
unanimous in the feeling that we should 
retrench expenditures which are not di
rected to war efforts. In this connection 
let me discuss briefly the rather drastic 
reductions in travel. I will give you some 
figures of reduction in travel expenses. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, as much as I regret to do so, 
I must ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for 10 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ol~lahoma [Mr. JoHNSON]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, travel expenses for the next 
year have been reduced for the Bitumi
nous Coal Commission alone $65,000. The 
total travel reduction, which I believe I 
gave you awhile ago, was $571,000. The 
travel item has been cut by the commit
tee nearly 20 percent. 

The soil and moisture item has been 
referred to as a nondefense item and 
therefore some have suggested that it also 
be drastically cut. The committee heard 
witnesses with reference to that work 
and decided it is doing a very splendid 
job. They administer 279,000,000 acres 
of land. Think of that, 279,000,000 acres 
of land in the Grazing Service, the Park 
Service, the Land Office, the Indian 
Office, the Bureau of Reclamation, and 
the Fish and Wildlife Service. A laree 
portion of this vast area is very seriously 
eroded. Much of such land is situated on 
the Colorado River shed above Boulder 
Dam. The committee was advised that 
100,000 acre-feet of soil have been washed 
into Lake Mead above Boulder Dam since 
its construction. The committee feels 
that every possible precaution must be 
taken to stop this threat on the continued 
value of the dam. 

The General Land Office. The · gen
tleman from California [Mr. CARTER] 
will probably discuss that in some detail. 
May I say that this is another one of the 
Federal agencies in the Interior Depart
ment that is saving money to the Treas
ury. Last year it turned into the Treas
ury $7,000,000. 

We now come to the Bureau of In
dian Affairs, which I will discuss only 
briefly. We have cut $718,000 from th]s 
Bureau. We have eliminated funds pro
vided in the estimate for the National 
Indian Institute which was mentioned a 
few moments ago, I believe by the gentle
man from Nebraska. I may say to the 
gentleman that the committee after 
hearing the evidence decided to elim
inate every dollar asked for by the In
dian Service and 'recommended by the 
Bureau of the Budget. So there js not a 
dollar of appropriation in this bill for 
proposed Indian culture in South Amer
ica or Mexico. We are much more in
terested in Indian culture in the United 
States of America. 

Mr. STEFAN. I want to commend 
the gentleman and his committee for 
that attitude. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mention has been made that the Bu
reau of the Budget suggested that one 
lump-sum appropriation b~ made for 18 
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Indian schools. This is not the first time 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs and the 
Budget have made such suggestions. The 
fact is that in 1934 the Bureau of the 
Budget sent to our committee a Budget 
estimate proposing to make the entire 
appropriation for the Indian Service in 
just a few, probably 8 or 10, lump-sum 
appropriations. Every year without ex
ception the committee bas refused to 
yield to the demand on the part of the 
Indian Service to make these lump:.sum 
appropriations. 

The main proposed lump-sum appro
priation in this bill, so far as the Indian 
Office is concerned, was the proposal to 
put in 1 lump-.sum appropriation item 
funds for the operation of 18 Indian 
schools. The Indian Office did not hesi
tate to tell us that it proposed to close 
5 Indian "chools, 3 of which had none 
but orphan Indian children, or chil
dren from broken homes. I am glad to 
advise that the committee refused to fol
low the suggestion of the Indian Service 
to make this lump-sum appropriation 
and we refused to follow the suggestions 
of the Bureau of the Budget. We made 
available funds to continue these little 
weak schools that are attended by the 
poorest children on the face of the earth. 
We took sufficient funds and from other 
departments and agencies to keep those 
schools going and made a sizable saving. 
One saving effected was to eliminate. the 
funds requested for thh Indian culture 
proposal. 
· The committee has not made an ap

propriation to continue the Leupp Scnool 
and hospital in Arizona, because of a 
War Department request. While the 
committee was holding its hearings we 
got such a request. While the matter 
has not been finally determined we are 
reliably informed that the War Depart
ment· will make use of this school and 
hospital. 

I wish I had time to discuss the situa
tion among the Indians in Alaska. Tu
berculosis in Alaska is about 13 times as 
prevalent among the Indians as it is 
among the Indians of the United States 
and much more so than among other 
natives. It is many more times as prev
alent, I understand, among Indians than 
among white residents in Alaska. That 
being true, it is a deplorable fact that 
there are only 32 beds available in one 
hospital for tubercular Indians in 
Alaska. 

I may say here that last year the com
mittee made av_ailable $250,000 to con
struct a hospital in Alaska to meet this 
very urgent situation last year, but again 
the Bureau of the Budget decided that 
the committee did not know what was 
best, I assume, and in the name of econ
omy impounded those funds, and that 
particular hospital has not been con
structed. 

I simply wish to express the hope here, 
as I did in the committee this morning 
and as I did before the subcommittee, 
that the Bureau of the Budget will find 
it feasible, practical, and humane to re
lease the funds for that particular hos
pital in AI ask a; 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentle:man from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Has the gentleman 
any figures showing the percentage of 
active tuberculosis among the school 
children of Alasl{a? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I do not 
have that percentage, but I know it is 
alarming. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wonder if the 
Delegate from Alaska can answer that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The 
Delegate from Alaska is here and will no 
doubt discuss the matter somewhat in de
tail later and answer any question the 
gentleman may propound. The gentle
man may be able to answer the gentle
man's question now; and if so, I yield to 
him for that purpose. 

Mr. DIMOND. I thank the gentleman. 
As the chairman of the subcommittee 

has so well said, the incidence of tubercu
losis among the native Indians, Aleuts, 
and Eskimos of Alaska is about 13 times 
as great as in the United States as a 
whole. The incidence of that dread 
scourge among the children is equally 
high. It is one of the most serious prob
lems we have with respect to the natives 
of Alaska to try to check and finally wip9 
out the tuberculosis which now rages 
among them. I am profoundly grateful 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma for the 
effort he has so unselfishly put forth to 
help us secure funds to enable us to take 
care of this distressing condition among 
the natives of Alaska. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the official 
records will show that in Japan, which 
is somewhat similarly situated, the fig
ures exceed 60 percent of active tubercu
losis among school children. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. In 
Japan? Well, as much as I despise the 
Jap war leaders, and as deeply as I feel 
that. Japanese aggression must be de
stroyed, I would not want even our ene
mies to die with that dreaded disease of 
tuberculosis. 

[Here the gavel fell.l 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, again I am forced to ask 
unanimous consent to proc.eed for 10 ad
ditional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 

to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. I asked Mr. ·col

lier or someone else connected with the 
Bureau of Indian AffRirs as to the in
crease in the incidence of tuberculosis, 
and found that since the white manes
tablished his way of !iff' in Alaska tuber
culosis has increased We should do 
something to eliminate it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the gentleman for his very splendid 
statement. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield'? . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentlero.an from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. May I ask how that 
percentage compares with the percentage 

of tuberculosis among the Indians in the 
United States? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. It is 
about 13 times more than among the 
Indians in the United States, so I am 
advised. 

I should like to discuss the road item 
for a minute. My distinguished colleague 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT], the distinguished chair
man of the House Roads Committee, and 
members of his cummittee, will be espe
cially interested in this. The committee 
has made ' a reduction of $1,302,000 in 
Indian road appropriations. For some 
years we appropria.ted $5,000,000 for this 
important item. We were able to come 
before you and say that this $5,000,000 
would keep lO,COO or 15,000 unemployed 
Indians at work throughout the year. 
Year after year this item has been re-

, duced. It came to us this year with a 
very substantial reduction. In spite of 
that, the committee, adhering to its 
determined policy to cut nondefense 
activities where humanly possible to do 
so, reduced this item of Indian road 
appropriations $1,302,0CO. 

The construction program for the In
dian Service has been practically elimi
nated. Only $366,000 is provided for all 
the construction work of its many ac- · 
tivities, as compared with $1,903,445 for 
the current year. Only items for essen
tial repairs and to correct faulty sanitary 
and health conditions have been included 
in the bill. 

Before I leave the Indian section of 
the bill, may I refer to one interesting 
discussion in the committee that I feel 
may be of · interest to some Members. 
The discussion had to do with the service 
being rendered now to our country in the 
military and naval services by Indians of 
all tribes in many States of the Union. 

Seventy-five Indians have been serv
ing, and as far as we know are now 
serving, on the Bataan Peninsula, where 
General MacArthur and his brave men 
have made such a heroic stand. Most of 
these Indians are from Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Oklahoma. 

You may be interested to know that 
General Tinker, who is in command of 
the air forces in Hawaii, is an Osage 
Indian, and was educated at Haskell 
Institute. 

The Indian Bureau told our committee 
that it had information that the per
centage of Indians of draft age . who 
volunta .. ily joined the military forces is 
considerably higher than that of any 
other group in the entire United States. 

I have discussed the Geological Survey 
briefiy, and the Bureau of Mines, and 
touched on the Parks Service. 

I niay say that the Park Service is re
duced to a greater extent than any other 
service. The total amount recommended 
is $5,322,000, which is $140,890 below the 
Budget estimate. This reduction in the 
estimates of $140,000 is reflected by are
duction under the current appropriation 
bill of $9,287,000. 

You may be interested in knowing that 
the Travel Bureau, about which there 
has been some discussion in the past, 
had more than $75,000 last year for the 
operation of that Bureau. Now, because 
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of the fact that the Nation is in the 
throes of war and it is reasonable to ex
pect that travel will be curtailed drasti
cally during the next year, the Travel 
Bureau item came to our committee cut 
from $75,000 to $20,000, and after hear
ing the witnesses the committee cut it 
again half in two. I may say for the 

. benefit of my colleague the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MoNRONEY], who 
did a good job in his efforts to cut travel 
pay in another bill and who I believe was 
not present when I discussed travel pay, 
that the travel pay is drastically cut in 
this particular item, as it is in practically 
every other i tern in thi~ bill. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Why do you not cut 
out the Travel Bureau entirely? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The 
committee, after hearing the representa
tive of the Bureau, felt that it is render
ing a servic~ that would not justify its 
being eliminated entirely. 

There is one item under the fish-and
wild-life service that I Lhink I ought to 
discuss briefly. A while ago I discussed 
some other items in connection with this 
activity, but I want to refer now to one 
item where the committee cut $1,000,000 
for the Federal aid to wildlife restora
tion, a reduction o'f $1 ,500,000 below the 
1940 appropriation. While this fund is 
secured through a special tax for par
ticular purposes and a bookkeeping 
credit is set up for it on the bool{s of the 
Treasury, a full expenditure of receipts 
will work toward depletion of general 
funds in the Treasury and it is believed 
that the sports people of America will 
recognize the situation and will cooper
ate with the Congress in letting this fund 
accumulate until our financial structure 
is in a stronger condition. The question 
has been raised that this is not money 
from the Treasury, that these are funds 
received from the sports people oi Amer
ica and why cut the funds? It is in a 
similar position to that of a tribe of In
dians who come before our committee 
and say, "You cannot cut our funds for 
this, that, or the other purpose because 
these are our own funds." I realize and 
appreciate the force of that argument, 
and yet after all, it is our responsibility 
and the members of the committee feel 
that we may forego the spending of 
some of these funds at this time in view 
of the war, and buiid up a spending fund 
here of several millions of dollars to be 
used in post-war days that we hope are 
not too far around the corner. 

I have one more item to mention and 
that is with reference to territories which 
I am sure the gentleman from Alaska 
and others will discuss in detail. The 
committee has brought in an appropria
tion of practically the same amount for 
the islands as was recommended by the 
Budget. This includes Alaska, Hawaii, 
and the Virgin Islands, and as I have 
said, there are few changes. 

In conclusion, let me say in a general 
way, as I stated at the outset, some of 
these cuts may be too drastic, and if so 
you will have an opportunity at the 
amendment stage of the bill to increase 

them. Some of the items may not be cut 
enough, and if so ·I welcome an amend
ment from anybo<ily who can find a place 
where they can further reduce this ·bill. 
But, on the whole, remembering the fact 
that the bill came to the committee 
$60,000,000 pelow what it took to operate 
the same Department last year, and re
membering also that this is the first de
partment of the Government that vol
untarily reduced its appropriations for 
next year after the Budget had made a 
drastic cut, it occurs to me that the com
mittee has done a reasonably good job 
in further reducing the appropriations 
$17,700,000 below the Budget estimate. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

10 minutes to the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. KEEFE]. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, what I 
shall say, perhaps, relates to what you 
might call the Interior, but not specifi
cally to this Interior bill. I think the 
Congress is entitled to have the benefit 
of a situation which I discovered over the 
week end on a visit bacl{ to my State of 
Wisconsin. It rt;!lates specifically to a 
loophole that appears in the tire-ration
ing program of this country. If there is 
any one thing that is threatening the 
economic stability of our Nation than 
any other it is the tire-rationing pro
gram. It concerns almost every person 
in the country that has used the auto
mobile as a means of conveyance. 

Under the tire-rationing program there 
have been set up in all counties of this 
Nation tire-rationing boards. I will con
fine my remarks to the tire-rationing 
board in my own county, which is headed 
by a patriotic citizen who is devoting 
his time without pay in an effort to carry 
out the purposes of the tire-rationing 
program. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that there is no 
quorum · present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
~aunt. (After counting.] Seventy-two 
Members present, not a quorum. The 
Clerk ·wm call the roll. · 

The Clerk .called the roll, and the fol
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

Baldwin 
Barry 
Beam 
Bishop 
Boehne 
Bolton 
Bradley, Mich. 
Bradley, Pa. 
Buck 
Buckler, Minn. 
Buckley, N.Y. 
Byron 
Cannon, Fla. 
Celler 
Clark 
Co!e,Md. 
Courtney 
Culkin 
Dies 
Ding ell 
Ditter 
Domengeaux 
Durham 
Eaton 
Eliot, Mass. 
Faddis 
Fitzgerald 
Flannagan 
Gale 
Gavagan 
Gifford 

[Roll No . 49 J 
Gore 
Hare 
Hart 
Healey 
Holmes 
Hook 
Howell 
Jarrett 
Johnson, 

Lyndon B. 
Kee 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, Ill. 
Kennedy, 

Martin J. 
Kennedy, 

Michael J. 
Kilday 
Kleberg 
Klein 
Kocialkowski 
K ramer 
Lambertson 
Lesinski 
Lewis 
McGranery 
McKeough 
McMillan 
Maciejewski 
Magnuson 
Mahon 

Marcantonio 
Martin, Mass. 
Merritt 
Mitchell 
Myers, Pa. 
O'Day 
Osmers 
Pfeifer, 

Joseph L. 
P ierce 
Plauche 
Ploeser 
Rivers 
Robinson, Utah 
Sacks 
Satterfield 
Scanlon 
Schaefer, Til. 
Schulte 
Scrugham 
Shafer, Mich. 
Shannon 
Sheridan 
Short 
Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Stearns, N.H. 
Stratton 
Sumner, Ill. 
Sweeney 

Thomas, N.J. 
Tolan 
Treadway 
VOO!his, Calif. 

Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Walter 
ward 

Weaver 
Wene 
White 
worley 

The Committee rose; and Mr. McCoR
MACK having assumed the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CooPER, Chair
man of the Committee of the · Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that Committee having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 6845, found 
itself without a quorum, that he there
upon caused the roll to be called, when 
331 Members answered to their names, 
and he handed in the nanies of the 
absentees to be spread upon the Journal. 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Wisconsin will resume. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, when I 

was interrupted I was discussing the 
question of tire rationing. We are all 
familiar with the fact that the Office of 
Price Administration is vested with au
thority to issue regulations with respect 
to the rationing of tires, and the Nation 
has been told that only those falling 
within the classifications set out in those 
regulations will be able to procure tires. 
I call to your attention a situation that 
has developed in my country, which I 
think offers a loophole in that law, which 
is causing grave concern and a great deal 
of discontent among the people of the 
Middle West. Under the regulations is
sued by Mr. Henderson's organization 
certain people in certain classifications 
may. upon application to the local tire 
administrator or the local tire rationing 
board, secure a certificate, which will per
mit them to go to a tire dealer and buy 
a. tire. Among those falling within those 
regulations are farmers. Farmers are 
permitted to make application to the tire 
rationing board for tires to equip certain 
types of farm vehicles and equipment · 
which are specified in the regulations. 
This situation has developed: For many, 
many years the manufacturers of farm 
whicles have been selling in the open 
market through the farm-implement 
dealers types of light farm wagons, and 
to my certain knowledge those wagons 
have been sold to the farmers without 
tire equipment. 

They have advertis~d the sale of those 
wagons to the farmers, advising them 
that if they · will purchase a light farm 
wagon and can get hold .of four old tires, 
if they will bring the- tires into the shop 
selling the wagon the proprietor would 
mount the tires on the farm wagon, using 
pneumatic tires. The wagon itself is in 
the stock of the farm implement dealer. 
That has been a customary practice for 
years and years, and the practice has 
been for the farmer to buy a little light 
wagon, and then go out some place and 
get some second-hand tires with which 
to equip it. Every dealer in my district 
selling light farm wagons today, with 
the exception of the Sears, Roebuck Co., 
are continuing to maintain that practice. 
They all advertise and sell a standard 
light farm wagon that is built to be 
equipped with pneumatic tires, and they 
equip it with tires by going out and pur
chasing a used tire that is within the 
permitted class of tires that can be pur
chased without getting a certificate from 
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the Tire Rationing Board. What is 
Sears, Roebuck doing with the situation? 
They are advertising to the public, Com~ 
into our branch, and we will sell you a 
farm wagon at a cost of approximately 
$147, and we will now sell you that wagon 
equipped with four standard new tires 
and tubes that are adapted to the use of 
an ordinary standard automobile. I said 
to the tire rationer in my county, "Tha~ 
cannot be possible, because the regula
tions have indicated that no new tires 
may be sold without a certificate from 
the Tire Rationing Board." He replied, 
"That is exactly what we thought the 
situation was-that is, as we interpreted 
the law-that if a farmer had bought the 
farm wagon and had come tCJ the Tire 
Rationing Board for a certificate to en
able him to furnish four new tires, we, 
under the regulations, give him that cer
tificate, but as a condition of granting· 
that certificate under the regulations, he 
would be required to sign an affidavit 
setting forth under oath that those tires 
for which the certificate is given by the 
Tire Rationing Board, are to be used 
upon that farm-equipment wagon and 
for no other purpose. 

If he took those tires off of that wagon, 
having bought his tires through a cer
tificate from the Tire Rationing Board 
and put them on his automobile, he 
would then be subjected to the criminal 
penalties that are · provided in the law, 
and could be prosecuted. One such pros
ecution has resulted already in my dis
trict. 

- Now, that same farmer can go to Sears, 
Roebuck & Co., buy a farm wagon 
equipped with four standard automobile 
t1res. He does not have to sign a cer
tificate under oath to a Government of
ficial, such as the tire-rationing admin
istrator. He is simply required to sign 
a little statement which does not put 
him within the provisions of the criminal 
act relating to this subject. He signs a 
mere statement that it is his intention 
to use those tires on that farm wagon. 
He takes the farm wagon home, takes off 
the new tires, and puts them on his car, 
and takes the old tires off of his car and 
puts them on the wagon, and thus by 
that subterfuge he has acquired a brand 
new set of tires without ever having gone 
near the Tire Rationing Board. 

The situation has become so acute that 
traveling s~lesmen and others who are 
not farmers are now buying farm wagons 
from Sears. Roebucl~ & Co.,· getting four 
new tires, taking off the tires and put
ting them on their car, remounting them 
upon the farm wagon, and then selling 
the farm wagon, thus acquiring four new 
tires for less than they would have to 
pay if they got the tires from an ordinary 
dealer on a certificate issued by the Tire 
Rationing Board. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 
Mr. O'HARA. Is there -some special 

regulation that applies to Sears, Roebuck 
that does not apply to the rest of the 
tire dealers? -

Mr. KEEFE. Well, I do not know that, 
but I know that the facts disclose that 
when this tire-freezing ·order went into 
effect Sears, Roebuck had on hand one 

of the largest stocks of automobile tires 
of any company in tne United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The .time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

· Mr. KEEFE. When this matter came 
to the attention of the chairman of the 
tire-rationing board in my county he 
was amazed to see the loop-hole that 
existed in this law. He immediately 
wrote to the State administrator at Mil
waukee and wanted to know how it was 
that these tires were being shipped in by 
Sears, Roebuck & Co. and being sold with
out the purchasers having to secure a 
certifica.te from his Tire Rationing Board. 
Each county is given a quota of tires, a 
very exceedingly small quat~ in my 
county at least. He was told by. the 
State administrator, "Why do you worry 
about it? Those tires are not charged to 
your quota and so it is not any of your 
business." 

Now, I say to you Members of Congress 
and to the public, it s~ems to me, without 
making any charges whatever, that there 
is a situation which ought to call for an 
immediate and thorough investigation. 

If this company, Sears, Roebuck, can 
dispose of tires in that manner and cir
cumvent the law in that manner, and 
thus insure the mounting and ever-grow
ing sale of farm wagons at the same 
time, so as co get people to buy farm 
wagons in order to get tire~ when they 
do not need a farm wagon but want the 
tires, and are thus circumventing the 
plain mandate of the law, as the public 
has been told it was, it seems to me we 
ought to find out just where the regula
tion came from that would permit Sears, 
Roebuck to do what no other company 
in my territory at least is privileged to do. 
No other person selling light farm wagons 
can sell a wagon equipped with four 
standard automobPe tires, but Sears, 
Roebuck is doing it. Wby? 

Mr. _CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

MT. KEEFE. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. We might just as 

well put the cards on the table. I am 
subject to questioning by the pzople of 
this country, as a Member of this House. 
We are at war. Mr. Leon Henderson is 
Price Administrator. Mr. Donald Nelson 
is head of the Vvar Production Board. He 
is a former official of Sears, Roebuck & 
Co. Those two gentlemen are in charge. 
They are subject to being questioned by 
the people of this country. If there is 
anything to these charges, let those two 
public officials put their cards on the 
table and straighten up the case and get 
it behind us. 

Mr. 'KEEFE. I do not k...11ow what 
there is to the charges except what I have 
told on this ficor. I am making no 
charges. I am giving the Congress and 
the people of this country some facts
fac ts which I have checked on a recent 
visit back to my district this past week
end. I want to tell the Members of this 
Congress, with all the sincerity at my 
command, if we do not do something 
about these things the people .of this 
country are in re~olt, and properly they 
should be. The man who has got the 
money to go out and buy a farm w'agon 

can get a set of tires, but his neighbor 
who does not have $147 to lay down on 
the line and comply with the law is de
nied tires. Think of the break~down of 
morale in that situation, which is one of 
the most vital, affecting the economic 
status of our people today. If one per
son is going to be denied tires they should 
all be denied tires. That is what I say. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. - Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Does not the gentle

man believe that under the A. A. A. 
program, this farm-rehabilitation pro
gram, the farmer might be able to borrow 
money to buy the wagon if he agreed 
that he would not say anything against 
the A. A. A. until the loan is repaid? · On 
the official blank "Application for Reha
bilitation Goods," appears this condi
tion-! quote: 

I agree that at any time prior to the final 
liquidation of my loan from the Rural Re
habilitation Corporation to do nothing in 
opposition to the Agricultural Adjustment 
Administration program. 

Mr. KEEFE. This thing should not 
affect the farmer. Th8 farmer can get 
an order from the Tire Rationing Board 
for tires to put on a farm wagon not 
equipped with tires, but he has got to 
sign an affidavit that thqse tires will not 
be removed from that farm wagon, and 
if he does remove them and put them 
on his car, he can be criminally prose
cuted; but he can go down and get them 
from Sears Roebuck on a mere statement 
that he intends to keep them, and he is 
not bound by the criminal provisions of 
the code. They are buying farm wagons, 
taking the tires off and putting them on 
their cars. I do not blame them, but 
look at the loophole that exists. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. HOUSTON]. 

HOW WAR AFFECTS SMALL BUSINESS 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. qhairman, we 
are indebted to the Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce under the able 
and intelligent leadership of Carroll L. 
Wilson, for a report on what war doe:;; to 
a region's normal economy. The Bureau 
has taken a leading role in the conver
sion of facilities from a peacetime basis 
to a wartime footing. 

The Bureau's report shows that de
fense centers are areas of great activity, 
and in general small business in these 
areas, whether engaged in retaillng, 
wholesaling, services, or in manufactur
ing, are sharing In the boom. However, 
certain types of retail and wholesale 
establishments have been definitely in
jured by restrictions on materials, and 
certain manufacturers have been forced 
to curtail activities through inability to 
obt ain the necessary stocks of raw mate
rials or finished or semifinished goods. 

· Outside defense areas the story is dif
ferent. In general, business is becoming 
depressed; population is moving away. 
A high percentage of vacancies in resi
dential and business property is the rule,, 
and towns and cities ar~ faced with lower 
valuations and greatly reduced revenues. 
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This is taking place in spite of the fact 
that cash farm income has greatly im
proved, and indications are that it will 
continue high in the current year. 

Small business firms have felt the im
pact upon labor supply and labor cost of 
the brisk demand for Ekilled labor to 
man war-production lines. Shortages of 
highly skilled workers characterize the 
defense areas. While unemployment is 
still prevalent and no general shortage of 
labor. exists, many skilled workers have 
been lost to war plants. This is, of 
course, partly the result of lay-offs due 
to the curtailment of civilian output. 
Looking forward to the time, however, 
when the plant facilities of these small 
manufacturers are mobilized into the 
vast structure of national war produc
tion, they will have the serious problem 
of rebuilding skilled working forces. 
- There is much idle machine-tool equip

ment. Even the most active firms en
gaged in war work are operating for no 
more than one shift, with few exceptions. 
In such instances two or three shifts 
could be added. In the main, however, 
the problem of putting these idle· ma
chines to work is one of conversion 
through subcontracting, poolfng, or other 
means. 

A very large portion of firms are oper
ating with a high percentage of normal 
staff. Several reasons probably account 
for that. In some cases the firms are 
one- or two-man concerns in which re
duction is impossible. Some firms main
tain their workers on a part-time basis. 
In many instances the firms have been 
operating for years far below full capac
ity and normal staff has been adjusted to 
that basis. 

To a large extent, firms reporting no 
Government orders, either on a prime 
contract or subcontract basis, are out
side the defense centers. Companies in 
defense areas appear to have had much 
greater success in obtaining subcontracts. 
A general complaint o( small subcon
tractors is that such contracts are ob
tainable only on an unprofitable basis. 

Those firms which find it possible to 
continue in ·business are experiencing 
higher labor costs. Wage rates have ad
vanced as Government contractors have 
striven to extend the roster of war 
workers. For those companies endeavor
ing to carry on in the face of sharply re
duced operations, the problem of labor 
costs has been accentuated by lowered 
plan~ efficiency. 

Kansas alone among the States in the 
Kansas City region has an increase in 
employment. Workers continue to mi
grate to Wichita for employment in air
craft plants. There are local dislocations 
in less-favored communities, of which all 
but a few have suffered a loss of popula
tion. The young people have gone into 
the armed forces or have moved to de
fense areas and that trend is expected to 
continue. 

The trend in population which has not 
only reduced numbers in small towns but 
also raised the average age of the popu
lation, is of course not conductive to local 
business activity. An important off
setting influence this last year, however, 
has been the highest cash farm income 

since 1920. Farm returns will be main
tained at high levels in the current year. 
Nevertheless, these small towns and 
cities outside of defense areas have 
been faced with high percentages of va
cancies in both residential and business 
properties, lowered valuations, and de-
creased revenues. . 

In the last few weeks, the situation has 
become worse. In many small towns, 
some of the principal businesses have 
been automomobile Qgencies, repair 
shops, and filling stations. Restrictions 
on automobiles and tires have crippled 
an important segment of the economic 
life of these towns. Moreover, many 
persons formerly engaged in these busi
nesses are now moving to defense areas 
for a livelihood. 

In other ways, also, tire rationing may 
have the effect of reducing population in 
outlying towns and cities. Many workers 
found it convenient to commute to de
fense areas, maintaining their homes and 
families in the old home. Still others 
lived apart from their families during 
the week, and drove back each week end. 
The movement of workers and their fam
ilies a way from small towns has. been 
accelerated Ly tire rationing. A radical 
increase in this trend is already indi
cated. 

Further evidence of the plight of small 
towns is furnished by the experience of 
utility companies. An independent tele
phone company reported that in 90 per
cent of the towns served in Kansas the 
number of stations has been reduced. 
Sizable declines in the number of gas, 
electric, and water meters have been re
ported. 

Machine shops in many small towns 
of Kansas employ normally from one to 
five people. Some are entirely idle and 
many are running at not more than 10 
percent of capacity. Workers have been 
laid off and reemployed in war work in 
distant centers. In a few cases, the ma
chines have been stored and the. owner 
has joined the exodus to defense centers. 
Many machine-shop owners have al
ready sold some of their equipment; such 
sales are increasing, and the end of the 
war may find the small towns without 
adequate machine-shop facilities. 

Shortages of seasonal farm labor as a 
result of declini.1g population in small 
towns threatens to become serious. Even 
though higher farm wages are paid, 
seasonal farm work cannot meet the 
competition of sustained employment in 
the war industries. 

In only a few cities has population been 
maintained and these were generally lo
cated in or near defense areas. The cen
tralization of war production is taking a 
heavy toll of the small towns, modifying 
the traditional patterns of life in the 
Middle West. 

It is not too late to start an orderly 
approach to the whole subject of mob
ilization of industry and manpower and 
a better distribution of war facilities. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
25 minutes to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. RICH). 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. I have 

13. very reaJ affection for the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and just hope that in 
the beginning of his 25 minutes he will 
take it sort of easy, because before he 
gets through I know he will be going 
strong. 

Mr. RICH. May I say to the gentle
man from California that I have great 
respect for him. I know that whenever 
he takes the Well he goes to town and 
puts all the energy and steam into it he 
can. I will try to keep from breaking 
any blood vessels, do the best I can, I 
assure the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, we have before us to
day the Interior Department Appropria
tion bill. I want first to pay my respects 
to the committee, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSON], chairnan: 

· the genial gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZPATRICK]; the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. LEAVY]; and our good 
friend from California [Mr. SHEPPARD], 
on the minority side; and then coming 
over to this side we have the genial, good
looking ALBERT CARTER, from California, 
and my standby, the gentleman from 
Ohio fMr. JoNES], who is always on the 
job and working hard. They are all fine 
fellows and they have worked hard on 
this bill. I certainly want to pay them 
my respects for their diligence in trying 
to perfect the bill we bring before you 
this afternoon which we call a perfected 
bill but which needs a few changes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for an interroga
tion? 

Mr. RICH. Certainly. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I wonder if the gen

tleman wants to change the general per
centage of the House when he puts in the 
RECORD the statement that I and my col
leagues on this side represent the minor
ity? Does the gentleman mean that? 

Mr. RICH. I will leave that for the 
gentleman to determine for himself. 

Mr. Chairman, \le will win the war with 
work, we will win the war with production, 
we will not win the war with spending. 
Ever since I have been a member of the 
Interior appropriations subcommittee we 
have had very great difficulty in trying 
to hold this bill down. The committee 
has always had so many demands made 
upon it not only from members of the 
committee but from every Member of the 
House trying to get something in the bill 
for his own particular district that it 
has been an almost impossible task here
tofore. This year, however, we got help 
from all the members of the committee 
in trylng to cut this bill down, and this 
is really the first time since I have been 
a member of the committee that we have 
all had the common thought in mind of 
trying to reduce the expenditures. This 
change of attitude has been brought 
about because we realize we are in a situ
ation today ·where we must spend only for 
the essentials of the operation of Gov
ernment; that the nonessentials should 
be left until after we win this war. That 
was the thought in the minds of the . 
members of the committee, but before 
we complete this bill we are going to 
have an opportunity to reduce a number 
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of items still more. Some of them I will 
call to your attention now. 

The Grazing Service is one where I 
think we can reduce the amount con
siderably. 

Now, there is the Bituminous Coal 
Commission. You heard on the radio 
this morning the recommendation that 
the people fill up their coal bins now, 
because it is believed that it will be diffi
cult for them to secure coal in order to 
fill their bins later on this fall. There 
will be no difficulty in the coal operator 
securing a price up to the point that Mr. 
Henderson will permit them for coal. 
The demand is here. Therefore we do 
not have to spend the same amount of 
money that we have been spending dur
ing the last 4 or 5 years on the Bitumi
nous Coal Commission. The people in 
this Commission ought to be given· jobs 
In other places in the Government where 
they can be employed at gainful occupa
tions and in something that will be to the 
best interest in winning this war. We 
can eliminate at least half of this organi
zation and put those people in other 
branches of the Government service. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
who had charge of this branch of the bill 
in the committee. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The former 
chairman of the Bituminous Coal Com
mission, Mr. Gray, testified before our 
committee that if we eliminated the Bi
tuminous Coal Commission or even a part 
of it they would have to set up a new 
commission to take over the distribution 
of fuel in the United States and that their 
salary would come uut of the taxpayers 
direct, while if we continue the present 
Commisston there will be about $3,000,-
000 turned back into the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. RICH. If Mr. Gray cannot han
dle this job with half the men he has, we 
ought to get somebody in place of Mr. 
Gray. I am sure however, Mr. Gray can 
do the job. The Bituminous Coal Com
mission for 7 or 8 years has been a large 
organization trying to determine the 
price of coal. It has gone into the mat
ter from every angle. That body is not 
essentially necessary as I see it today in 
the handling of this branch of the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Would the gentle
man go so far as to say, based upon his 
study, that it is very good practice and 
perhaps a necessary practice for the peo
ple of this country to now fill up their 
coal bins in order to avoid as much of a 
load on the transportation system next 
fall as is possible? 

Mr. RICH. I think that is a wise thing. 
I think the people of this country should 
fill up their coal bins soon after the 1st 
of April so that they will relieve the rail
road companies of thi~ burden next win
ter. The railroad companies will be able 
to deliver now, the miners will have full 
work during the summer and this will be 
a great help in winning the war. The 
people then will be able to take care of 

themselves and will not have to depend 
on the Government to do it later on this 
fall. 

We come now to the soil and moisture 
conservation operation for which there 
is in this bill $1,300,000. It seems to me 
we ought to make a great cut in this 
part of the bill. 

The printing and binding section of 
the bill ought to have a still further cut 
than we have been able to make. 

We come next to the Bonneville power 
project out in the State of Washington 
from where my good friend the gentle
man from Washington [Mr. LEAVY] 
hails. The gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. LEAVY] is probably the best go-. 
getter we have in Washington, so far as 
I kno:w, but we have in there an item for 
transportation of power for building up 
new lines and for securing contracts for 
the use of this electricity. If the state
ments that have been made before in 
reference to the securing of contracts 
and the demand for power are true we 
certainly can cut this item in half. 

Then we have an item in here for sur
veying public land. There has been more 
money spent in surveying public land in 
the last 3 or 4 years than has ever been 
spent in all the history of our Nation 
for surveying. This could be deferred 
until after we win the war and thus save 
those engineers, to be used on other 
Government work. The Government 
needs many engineers at this particular 
time. 

We also have an item in here for re
habilitation of needy Indians, $1,000,000. 
It seems to me that with the demands 
we have for labor now the Indians could 
be given work on the outside that would 
relieve this item a considerable amount, 
if the Indian Bureau will use its best en
deavor in trying · to s·ee that these men 
are given jobs. I am sure they can do 
that, and we ought to reduce the item. 

Then we have the reindeer service in 
Alaska, $91,160. Do you remember what 
a good time we had during the last 3 or 
4 years talking about Santa Claus and 
the reindeer? The majority party put 
over a bill to buy those reindeer up in 
Alaska. The United States Government 
now owns them. It has cost the Govern
ment a million dollars all told. Because 
we put qp a fight we did to save a couple 
of million dollars in the purchase price; 
but we do have the reindeer. Every 
member of this subcommittee I think 
admits that the purchase of these rein
deer has proven a failure, but we still 
have in the bill $91,000. If we would 
give the natives of Alaska a bounty of 
$50 apiece for catching wolves we would 
do more to aid the reindeer industry in 
Alaska than any other thing we could do. 
We would save the men up there who are 
acting as herders and men who are look
ing after the reindeer. The. elimination 
of those wolves will do more for the 
reindeer and to furnish food for the 
Alaskan people than anything I could 
suggest. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In reference to the 
reindeer proposition, from the commit-

tee's report I notice a statement to the 
effect that there have been 34,000 head 
of reindeer lost on account of the dep
redations of wolves and from other 
causes. What does the committee under
stand is likely to happen to the 50,000 
reindeer left in the herd? 

Mr. RICH. Unless we get rid of the 
wolves, I do not know how you are going 
to maintain the herds up there. I might 
cite you this: In the State of Pennsyl
vania 30 years ago we had very, very few 
deer. We paid a bounty on wildcats and 
other obnoxious animals that would kill 
the deer, and prohibited the running of 
dogs. Today we have more deer in Penn
sylvania than were ever known in that 
State. The year before last, when we 
permitted the killing of both does and 
bucks, several hundred thousand of them 
were killed. 

If they would do the same thing in 
Alaska, if they would offer a bounty large 
enough so that the natives would trap 
the wolves, they would do more, in my 
judgment, to aid in the raising of rein
deer than by hiring three times as many 
herders as we have trying to keep the 
wolves away from the reindeer, because 
they are unable to keep the wolves away. 
I am told that one wolf will kill a rein
deer each day. He will just take out of 
the deer that part that he likes, which is 
the blood from the neck and part of the 
front quarters and the heart. Then he 
will let the carcass lie there. If we make 
an effort to rid Alaska of these wolves, 
we shall be doing more than anything 
else to save the reindeer of Alaska. 

Mr. ·cRAWFORD. But there is noth
ing in the bill to provide for any such 
bJunty? 

Mr. RICH. No. I understand that in 
Alaska a small bounty is paid on wolves, 
but if the Federal Government would 
spend the money we are spending here 
and eliminate the herders and give a $50 
bounty on wolves, I venture the assertion 
that we would not have 25,000 deer de
stroyed this year. And we would ltill 
or capture hundreds of wolves. 

I am not going to take much more time 
pointing out the various items in this bill 
that I think ought to be cut. We shall 
do that with amendments when we st9.rt 
reading the bill for amendment tomor
row. I hope you will all be on the floor 
then so that you can aid those of us 
who are desirous of cutting this bill still 
further, because, as I said before, if we 
want to win this war we must conserve 
on nonessential Government expendi
tures, and we have a good opportunity 
in this bill to do so. 

As to the National Park Service, I sug
gest that you place a 10-percent cut on 
the operation of all the national parks 
in this country, and take . it off in 1 
item. That would be the quick way to 
do it, and it would probably be just as 
good as if you would knock 10 percent off 
of each item. By doing that we would 
save offering about 50 amendments to 
the bill. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman 
has discussed how we might get rid of the 
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wolves in Alaska. Would the gentleman 
care to discuss how we might get rid of 
the wolves in Washington? 

Mr. RICH. I suppose the gentleman 
from Ohio in referring to wolves means 
those who are getting out of the Govern
ment things which do not rightfully be
long to them, or getting more than their 
share of the currency of the United 
·states for doing a little work. Is that 
what the gentleman means? 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I mean those 
who are getting juicy meat that belongs 
to the Government. The gentleman and 
all other Members of Congress know 
what I mean. It is a problem that is 
worrying us and worrying the people. 

Mr. RICH. If I wanted to do that, 
first I would say to the War Department 
and the Navy Department, as well as the 
President of the United States, who have 
the greatest amount of money to spend 
that has ever been given to any three 
departments of the Government in all 
history, that if they do not scrutinize the 
expenditures you are making and keep 
the wolves from getting more than a fair· 
profit-and by that I mean industry, by 
th'3.t I mean radical labor leaders, by that 
I mean everybody who is getting too much 
for the service he is rendering to the 
Government-this country will be on the 
road to bankruptcy, We will not be able 
to endure it. We cannot win this war 
and keep it up. 

When this administration came in 
power in 1933 they talked about the 
money ,changers in the temple. I re
member, oh how well, they sang the song 
here in the House of how they ·would 
drive the money changers out of the 
temple. I can remember when President 
Roosevelt made hi-s first inaugural ad
dress he talked about driving the money 
changers out, but goodness knows he has 
been the greatest money changer this 
Nation has ever seen. He has changed 
the money from the people of this coun
try that have to the have-nots, and the 
first thing he knows he will break every
body and break the country. He has 
$35,000,000,000 to give away under lease
lend. I wonder whether some day when 
this is all given away, and remembering 
the $15,000,000 ,000 these foreign nations 
owe our country, will we have anything 
left? 

I think the Congress of the United 
States is responsible for that. The men 
who voted to give him that power should 
take it away from him and assume that 
responsibility so that we have no wolves. 
It is your duty and it is mine to see that 
we do not have the spending that is 
going on in this country. 

I picked up a paper yesterday morning 
and saw where some girl made $13,000 in 
the month of February. No girl or no 
man in this Nation should make $13,000 
profit out of the United States by working 
6 or 8 hours a day, I do not care who he 
is or where he comes from. 

Have I answered the question of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman 
certainly has given an answer that shows 
he understood the question. 

Mr. RICH. You know what I think 
about it. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I wonder if the 
gentleman does not think that $11,000 in 
3 days for a secretary of a ·company, as 
was stated in this morning's paper, is not 
pretty good reindeer meat to get out of 
the Government? 

Mr. RICH. If she got $1,000 in 3 days 
it would be too much money. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman has 
mentioned the case of Jack & Heintz, 
Inc., of Ohio. In my opinion, the Con
gress will have to answer on that propo
sition. Let me submit this question to 
the gentleman as a member of the Com
mittee on Appropriations. After Con
gress appropriates these tens of billions 
of dollars for th£ war effort, what control 
have we as a Congress over the expendi
ture of these dollars? 

Mr. RICH. The Congress has nothing 
to do with it because you have put that 
power into the hands of the Chief Ex

. ecutive and the Army. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Then let us make 

that clear to the country. 
M;r. RICH. The Army does anything 

the President wants, and Mr. Roosevelt 
is responsible for those contracts, and I 
want to go further and say that Con
gress has no business giving him that 
power. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I agree with the 
gentleman on that, but he has the power. 
Now, let us go a step further. There 

. is a Priorities Board, is there not? 
Mr. RICH. I think so; yes. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. And that Board 

can say to every industry in this country 
exactly what it can have in the way of 
materials. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. RICH. That is right. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Then there is a 

Department of the Army and a Depart
ment of th~ Navy, and a general set-up 
of the Government for making con
tracts. 

Mr. RICH. That is right. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. And the adminis

trators of these contracts agree with 
these companies as to what prices they 
may charge for equipment of airplanes 
and the ships and the field guns and 
everything else. That responsibility is 
not upon the Congress of the· United 
States, is it? 

Mr. RICH.. No; it is the President's re
sponsibility, and that practice is wrong. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us straighten 
that out now. 

Mr. RICH. It should not be permitted, . 
because the ones who are issuing those 
contracts should certainly know that 
when a man is making 50 · percent or 
100 percent as a profit, that is too much, 
and they should never give anybody a 
contract of that kind. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There are plenty 
of ways for the administrators of these 
contracts to find that out. 

Mr. RICH. Absolutely. They should 
get the information if they do not have it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There is no diffi
culty whatever in finding that out, and 
my question is this: Is that responsibility 
upon the Congress of the United States 

at this time, or is it upon those Govern
ment officials who let the contracts? 

Mr. RICH. That responsibility is upon 
those officials who let the contract since 
the Congress has given those men that 
right. That right was given to the Pres
ident of the United States and the Army 
and they are the ones who are responsible 
after the Congress did what it has done. 
I say the Congress should never have 
given the President and the Army that 
power. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I agree with the 
gentleman on that. Now let us see if we 
can do it in this way. Would the gen
tleman recommend that we repeal that 
part or that power and, if so, what pro
cedure would the gentleman set up for 
letting the contract? 

Mr. RICH. We should repeal that 
power to the President. I will tell you 
that the people of this country today are 
all interested in winning this war. If 
there is ftnybody who wants to win the 
war, I am that person, but I was opposed 
to getting into this war-get me right 
there-and we could have stayed out of 
it if we had run things in the right way. 
But that is neither here nor there now. 
I am for winning the war. Now, anybOdy 
who criticizes the administration for any
thing that is for the best interest in the 
direct winning of the war, they are criti
cized and they want to call you or me or 
whoever criticizes the administration 
fifth columnists, but we are only looking 
after the interests of the Federal Gov
ernment when we act in that way. We 
are not fifth columnists. You are not a 
fifth columnist and I am not a fifth 
columnist. We are only trying to serve 
our Nation in doing those things which 
are for the best interests of the people so 
that we will have enough money to sup
port this war to the bitter end, furnishing 
MacArthur and his men with the guns 
and the ammunition to prosecute the war 
until we do win it. To maintain our 
Government and our liberty, 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

20 minutes to the gentleman from Ver
mont [Mr. PLUMLEY]. 

FRIVOLOUS FOLLY 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, be
cause of a popular uprising against the 
way civilian defense was being operated, 
the fan dancers, etcetera, there has been 
recently transferred from the Office of 
Civilian Defense to the Office for Emer
gency Management and put under the 
direction of the Honorable Paul V. Mc
Nutt, a division which is concerned with 
the promotion of sports-not what you 
think but games and other forms of 
recreation for civilians-when we are at 
war. It is not funn~. 

Now, I know that the health and the 
fitness of American youth is essential. I 
know also that .for years the fathers and 
mothers, the schools and colleges, and 
every other instrumentality which has 
had in mind the upbuilding of the physi
cal qualifications of the coming genera
tions , have devoted their time and effort 
to developing the Americans of tomor
row along the lines of physical fitness for 
whatever the future might hold in store. 
Those organizations are already estab-
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lished, functioning, and all-out to do their 
part to help win the war without Govern
ment interference. 

A FANTASTIC EXTRAVAGANZA 

To suggest that the Federal Govern
ment should undertakt to tell the fath
ers and mothers, and the States and 
towns and villages of this land that only 
it, the Government, could know who was 
fit to undertake to act as physical fit
ness director, at the expense of the tax
payers of the States, is so ridiculous, so 
foolish, so asinine, as to make every
body who had anything to do with the 
establishment of such a program look 
exactly as you think he does. If you 
want to know how they look, all you have 
to do is ask the puNic. which thinks it 
is a joke, but a joke at its expense, and it 
is getting sick and tired of this type of 
humor. 

UNCOMIC RELIEF 

The attitude of the public in fairly re
flected by the Chicago Daily Tribune in 
an editorial which appeared on March 18, 
1942, entitled "Most Uncomic Relief," and 
which reads as follows: 

Looking at the Office of Civilian Defense, 
one would be justified in concluding that it 
was devised to provide low comedy relief for 
a war-harassed population. But inasmuch as 
the agency was organized on the assumption 
that American civilians may some day face 
the same hazards that war has brought to 
civilians in Europe and Asia, its frivolous 
antics are distinctly unfunny. 

Senator BYRD recently called attention to 
the Office of Civilian Defense's Division of 
Physical Fitness. No sooner had he done so 
than Office of Civilian Defense Director Lan
dis sloughed it off-not off the shoulders of 
the taxpayers, to be sure, but to the pay rolls 
of Social Security Director McNutt. The 
boondogglers aren't fired; merely shuffied. 

The activities of the Director of the Divi
siOii, Jack B. Kelly, seem designed to make 
the public forget even the frivolities that 
Mrs. Roosevelt sponsored during her disrup
tive ~nd unhappy · tenure in the Office of 
Civilian Defense. His specialty is the ap
pointment of a national coordinator for every 
athletic activity that any one in the country 
has ever attempted. At last report he had 
61 of them, not including log birling. He 
has, however, not neglected such esoteric 
pastimes .as weight lifting, horseshoe pitching, 
and code ball. 

Code ball, 1t appears, Is a distinct relative 
of golf in which the player kicks the ball 
without the usual formality of first throw
ing his clubs into the nearest water hazard. 
He has no clubs to throw. The inventor, and 
thus the natural candidate for national co
ordinator of the sport, is Dr. W. D. Code, an 
estimable physician of this city. Dr. Code, 
with the benevolent patronage of Mr. Kelly, 
may be depended upon to use the war emer
gency to the llmit to popularize his particu
lar pastime, just as the principal manufac
turer of bowling supplies has been successful 
in installing an executive of the agency which 
handles its advertising as the coordinator of 
bowling. 

SPORTS OR SPORT 

The place of sports in the war effc.rt, mean
ing games, not those selected as administra
tors, is at best an unimportant one. The 
American people have been devoted to 61 
varieties of sport that Mr. Kelly has dug up 
to coordinate, and in war as in peace will, no 
doubt, continue their participation so long 
as they have any money for it, after paying 
their tax and grocery bills. It is impossible 
to see why their activities in this direction 
nee:d coordination, but the reason why it is 
provided is simple. It flows from the same 

social-worker cast of mind that in every con
ceivable direction is turning the conduct of 
this war into another New Deal boondoggle. 
This is the cast of mind that firmly believes 
that the people are incapable of doing any
thing for themselves and must have direc
tions from a more enlightened source to 
conduct the simplest of their affairs. 

BUSY BEES 

Mr. Kelly and his busy bees in the Office 
of Civillan Defense are as firmly convinced 
that the ping-pong players can't get along 
without guidance as the bureaucrats in the 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration are 
convinced that the farmers of the United 
States haven't sense enough to plant the 
proper crops unless they have an Agricul
tural Adjustment Administration quota sys
tem to tell them what not to plant. 

Mr. Kelly has asked Congress for an 
appropriation of a million dollars with 
which to carry on his fantastic program, 
and is quoted by Senator BYRD as saying 
that unless he receives at least $300,000 
he will resign. This appears to be a 
heaven-sent opportunity for Congress. 

CR.AP-SHOOTER COORDINATOR 

One of my long-time colored-boy 
friends said to me on my way over to 
the Capitol today, "Mr. PLUMLEY, I make 
application to be appointed crap-shooter 
coordinator for the Capitol air-raid shel
ters if this recreation business I hear 
about comes true." That is the answer. 

HORSESHOES AND MARBLES 

The Pittsburgh Sun-Telegraph had 
this to say editorially on March 17: 

What can be the matter with our Govern
ment, anyway? 

Do children's marble games in public 
schoolyards speed the production of airplanes 
and tanks and ships? 

Can Hawaii be defended by canoeing in the 
Rappahannock River? 

Can the Philippines be redeemed by lifting 
weights in Trenton? 

Can Australia be saved by archery in the 
Adirondacks? 

Does it help MacArthur and his gallant 
men if young men pitch horseshoes in Phila
delphia or in Hohokus? 

Pastimes are all right in their proper time 
and place; but what have such pastimes as 
billiards and badminton to do with the grim 
and grisly business of winning a "total" war? 

PATERNALISTIC PROFLIGACY 

Or why must a war Government, on which 
the despairing hopes of humanity rest, pause 
in its stern duties to lavish profligate and 
infantile paternalism on nursery games and 
penthouse "athletics"? 

And this Office of Civilian Dafense extrava
ganza is only a part of official Washington 
nowadays. 

The terrible disorganization existing in the 
Government, the conflict of irreconcilable in
terests existing there, the waste of tax money, 
the dispersal of effort-the sheer confusion, 
in brief-has become so complete as to com
prise almost a pattern in itself. 

Maybe it is not an accident or the product 
of boundless incompetence, after all. 

Maybe the new dealers have "planned it 
that way." 

POOR, PURE PATERNALISM 

I say that for the Federal Government 
to go so far outside the boundaries estab
lished for it, and to so far interfere with 
the lives and the liberty and the habits 
and the customs of the people of the 
several States is paternalism gone mad. 
It would be almost unbelievable were it 
not for the fact that so much has been 

done along similar lines of late, without 
~:tnY justification or reason, and always 
at the expense of the taxpayer, meas
ured in dollars and cents, and sense, and 
in every other way. 

The truth is some people have just 
gone crazy with their egocentric notions 
that it is up to them to save the world 
while they have the chance to demon
strate their superiority complex. 

The time has now come for a show
down and for reflection, glamour girls or 
not. We must get back onto the bare 
ground of reality. Let us forget Holly
wood and Eleanor for a minute, or for
ever, which would be all right with me. 
It is time to realize that there is a bottom 
to the barrel of money into which the 
taxpayers have poured their all and out 
of which have flowed the funds to finance 
all these senseless theories and experi
ments and fantastic folderol. 

WE ARE AT WAR 

We are at war, despite which fact so 
many seem bound and determined to 
carry on t.l;leir program of wasteful ex
travagance and useless expenditure of 
the hard-earned dollars of the people, 
who profit least by reason of what is 
being done to them under the pretense of 
doing something for them. 

Now here comes this physical fitness 
program to break the camel's back, fol
lowing a period. when these same pro
ponents, who now urge this program, pro
tested vigorously against training for 
physical fitness of those in the Civilian 
Conservation Corps. The program they 
offer does not make sense in any respect, 
and it should not be permitted to be car
ried out. 

I agree with the distinguished dean of 
the minority, the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. TREADWAY], who said re
cently: 

To my mind, nothing is doing more to un
dermine public confidence than the bungling 
and frivolous manner in which a vital and 
important branch of our defense program
the matter of civilian defense-has been and 
is being carried on. 

Of course, the Office of Civilian Defense is 
a relatively new agency, organized to deal 
with a matter about which we, in this coun
try, have had no previous experience. Some 
mistakes might therefore be anticipated and 
condoned, but we have the right to expect 
that the responsible officials of that agency 
would at least have some slight conception 
of the object and purpose for which it was 
primarily created, or ought to have been cre
ated, namely, tthe protection of civilian life 
and property. The sad fact is, however, that 
they have not demonstrated any such under
standing. Instead of concentrating their ac
tivities on air-raid precautions, they have 
used a large part of their funds to carry on 
various sociological and entertainment pro
grams more related to Sunday-school picnics 
than to the fierce realities of war. 

While our people throughout the country 
have been crying out for instructions as to 
what to do in case of an air raid, and how to 
talt:e measures for their protection; while they 
vainly seek instruction in the use of gas 
masks, in the handling of incendiary bombs, 
and in first-aid work; whlle they await the 
production and distribut ion of gas masks, 
steel helmets, auxiliary fire-fighting appara
tus, and other necessary equipment, what do 
we find the vital and im}:artant Office of 
Civilian Defense to be doing? 

Up until the time Dean Landis rece-ntly 
took charge of that agency, it was devotii'>i ita 
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energies and funds in a large measure to such 
frivolous activities as these: 

Hiring a professional dancer, at $4,600 per 
year, to "develop dancers, rhythmic exercises, 
and the like, particularly for children who 
might be congregated together in times of 
disaster, such as air raids and the like." 

Hiring a Hollywood movie star to arrange 
for public entertainments. 

Hiring a colored track star, at $3,200 per 
year, to serve as a "roving staff assistant" on 
racial relations. 

Hiring a number of racial relations advisers 
at $4,600 per year. 

Hiring a newspaperman, at $12.77 per day 
and expenses, to go around the country writ
ing "human-interest stories" relating to civil
ian defense. 

Hiring a football coach, at $4,600 per year, 
to promote sporting exhibitions of all kinds 
and encourage physical recreation programs. 

Hiring a consultant on labor problems at 
$22.22 per day . 

Setting up a Know Your Government Divi
sion, with a chief receiving $8,000 per year, 
consultants receiving up to $22.22 per day and 
expenses, and a number of other highly paid 
executives. 

Setting up a Physical Fitness Division, with 
a large number of high-salaried employees 
receiving up to $5,600 annually. 

Setting up a Youth Activities Division to 
carry on various activities among the younger 
people. 

None of these activities and others I could 
mention have the slightest relationship to 
the ostensible purpose of the Office of Civil
ian Defense, which ought to be to provide 
for the protection of life and property in 
case of air raids. Just why they should have 
been allowed to have been carried on in the 
first place is difficult to understand, but what 
is most deplorable is that many of these 
activities are still to be continued under the 
new head of the agency, Dean Landis, of the 
Harvard Law School. 

It is true that Mr. Landis has made some 
changes in the organization which he in
herited from his predecessor, which do away 
with some of the criticisms which have been 
leveled against it. ' 
· However, in the case of the Physical Fit
ness Division, its activities and personnel are 
simply being transferred to another Gov
ernment agency, under .Mr. McNutt. The 
public money will thus continue to be spent 
for the physical-fitness programs. 

I therefore have offered a resolution 
which reads as follows: 

Whereas there has been transferred from 
the Office of Civilian Defense to the Office of 
Emergency Management a division now un
der the head of Defense Health and Welfare 
Service, Paul V. M. McNutt, director, which 
division is concerned solely with the promo
tion of sports and other forms of recreation, 
headed by a so-callRd physical fitness di
rector, and consisting of approximately 50 
branches under the supervision of so-called 
national coordinators and their staffs; and 

Whereas such activities are entirely unre
lated to the purposes for which the Office of 
Civilian Defense wa:::; created; and 

Whereas such activities constitute an un
warranted and wasteful expenditure of pub
lic funds, and are, in every respect contrary 
to sound public policy in such a crisis as 
that which confronts the Nation at the pres
ent time: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives (1) that the President 
should immediately order the discontinuance 
of all such activities by the Office of Emer
gency Management, and (2) that such ac
tivities should not be transferred to any 

·other department or agency of the Govern-
ment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. LEAVY]. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Chairman, I know 
that upon occasions of this kind it is 
quite right and customary to pay tribute 
to your colleagues on the subcommittee 
who work with you in the preparation of 
the bill that is being submitted. I shall 
recognize that worthy custom. This is 
my last address on this floor under gen
eral debate on an appropriation meas
ure that I have had the pleasure of par
ticipating in writing. 

Most of our subcommittee has worked 
together for the full 6 years I have been 
here. I have found great satisfaction in 
being on three different subcommittees, 
all of them made up of splendid men. 
However, the one that writes the Interior 
Department appropriation bill, I think, 
has a greater task and a greater r.espon
sibility, if I may thus express myself, than 
any other general supply bill. For the 
first time, after a lot of hard work, a great 
amount of earnest effort, we have re
ported here a bill for the Interior Depart
ment that more nearly meets with gen
eral approval of all the subcommittee 
than ever before written by the commit
tee, and it was reported out of the full 
committee this morning without any dis
sent. 

Two weeks ago, when we were consid
ering the agricultural appropriation bill, 
I heard Members on both sides of the 
aisle, good friends of mine, repeatedly 
say, "Wait until we reach the Interior 
bill, and that is where we are going to do 
some cutting." Now that the bill has 
been reported, and the result of the care
ful, painstaking work that has been done 
by the subcommittee is taken into con
sideration, I think there are grave doubts 
in the minds of many of the Members of 
this House that the amount ought to be 
further reduced. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEAVY Yes; I yield to my dis
tinguished friend from Kansas. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I just want to 
remind the gentleman that the agricul
tural appropriation bill went through the 
full committee just as serenely as this 
one did. I suggest that the gentleman 
do not take too much for granted. 

Mr. LEAVY. And I may say to the 
gentleman from Kansas that I take 
nothing for granted in this House, and 
never have. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. But there is one 
thing that. we can depend upon-it will 
not have any rougher voyage than the 
agricultural bill had. 

Mr. LEAVY. I am convinced that if 
it is treated anything like the agricul
tural bill was, in view of what the com
mittee has done in the way of reduc
tions, we might just as well eliminate 
the Interior Department in the Govern
ment and turn it over to the War and 
Navy Departments. I know that no gen
tlemen think that either good judgment 
or wisdom. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. This bill involves an 
expenditure of $162,000,000, does it not? 

Mr. LEAVY. Yes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. And the gentleman 
notices, of course, that there are less 
than 40 Members on the floor. 

Mr. LEAVY. I have not counted the 
Members. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I have. 
Mr. LEAVY. But I assume that the 

Members read the RECORD, like the gen
tleman · from Michigan does, when he is 
not on the floor. 
· Mr. HOFFMAN. Can the gentleman 
tell me when I was not on the floor? 
I do not recall an incident of that kind. 

Mr. LEAVY. I am not keeping track 
of that or having a check upon the gen
tleman. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEAVY . . Yes. 
Mr. STEFAN. I merely want to an

swer the roll call. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. It ought to be 

noted of course that we are just in gen
eral debate all this afternoon. 

Mr. LEAVY. That is correct, and I 
don't think that any one, even the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HoFFMAN] 
will challenge the good faith of the mem
bership in the performance of their duty, 
because they do not happen to be here 
at the moment. I know that the mem
bership individually has a multitude of 
responsibilities and duties, and they must 
of necessity have some time in their 
offices to take care of things other than 
those that are pending on the floor at the 
moment. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. And I am sure that 
if the membership had known that the 
gentleman, who is a judge now, or about 
to become a judge, were going to speak, 
they would all be here. I am not criti
cizing the Members for not being here, 
but it does seem, when we have these 
bills appropriating such large sums of 
money under consideration, that we 
should have more on. the floor. I know 
that Members are receiving hundreds of 
letters insisting that we adopt some labor 
legislation, and, of course, some of the 
Members are in trouble and naturally 
they want to answer a lot OJ those ques
tions. 

Mr. LEAVY. Of the 435 Members of 
this House, I cannot for the life of me 
say this afternoon that any one is soldier
ing on the job that he has, and I do not 
believe that you can gather together in 
America anywhere the same number of 
men and women as constitute this House 
and find a more serious-minded, a more 
patriotic, more intelligent, and industri
ous group than we find in this American 
Congress. 

I wish the American people would come 
to a full appreciation of the earnestness 
with which their Representatives seek to 
serve them. I can say this, because I am 
not a candidate for reelection this year. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEAVY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. It dellghts me a 
great deal to hear the gentleman say 
this, because he can say it properly, not 
being a candidate for reelection, and also 
because he is a gentleman of sound judg-
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ment. His distinction and view of what 
constitutes loyalty and patriotic devo
tion to public duty is of the highest order, 
and I want to thank the gentleman for 
saying exactly what he has said. I find a 
great deal of expression from those out
side, that Members of Congress are 
simply sitting here playing politics, 
everything they do being done· with the 
idea of gaining votes. The gentleman's 
statement just made will go far toward 
clearing up that very erroneous concep-
tion in the public mind. · 

I wanted to ask the gentleman a ques
tion. That is why I rose. Does the 
gentleman not feel that the difficulty we 
have with the Department of Agriculture 
appropriation bills and Department of 
the Interior appropriation bills arises 
largely out of the fact that what we pay 
out of the Public Treasury is so very 
evident, and what comes in, or what the 
Nation gets in return, is not always so 
very evident? For instance, I have heard 
gentlemen say there ought to be cuts 
made. The gentleman who just preceded 
you mentioned · several. He mentioned 
the Grazing Division. It may be that 
there is a certain item in the bill for the 
Grazing Division, but if I remember 
rightly the chairman of the subcommittee 
earlier today stated that more than $1,-
000,000 income from that Division was 
received annually. 

Mr. LEAVY. That is right. 
Mr. MURDOCK. That is something 

which the public is overlooking. What 
the. gentleman failed to mention this 
morning is the fact that not all of the 
receipts from grazing go into the Public 
Treasury. A share of it goes into the local 
treasuries, which is overlooked. 

Mr. LEAVY. The gentleman is cor
rect in his statement. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will not take more 
of the gentleman's time, but I do feel 
that we have a great asset in our partly 
developed West. Those States out yon
der in the Rocky Mountain area, beyond 
the Mississippi River, serve as a source 
of supply not only for the needed things 
of today but for the future. They are 
the raw-products States. They consti
tute the national treasure chest. We 
must take care of our stewardship that 
we do not waste that heritage of the 
Nation, and it can be wasted by neglect. 

Mr. LEAVY. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I wish to compli

ment and thank the gentleman for his 
part during the past 5 years in taking care 
of that stewardship so well by his actions 
in this committee and in the House. 

Mr. LEAVY. I thank the gentleman 
for the splendid contribution he has made 
with reference to the functions of the 
Interior Department. 

This year for the first time we had a 
new chairman of the Interior Depart
ment subcommittee, the distinguished 
gentleman from Oklahoma, JED JoHNSON. 
I feel that it is due him to state that I 
do not believe any chairman of any sub
committee of the Appropriations Com
mittee in the history of the Congress has 
devoted himself more faithfully,. pa
tiently, and carefully to a consideration 
of the responsibility than has the able 
and distinguished gentleman from Okla
homa [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

The attitude of the entire committee 
wa;s to economize, was to reduce, was to 
make cuts. My own considered and de
liberate opinion and judgment is that 
this bill has been cut beyond a degree 
where it should have been. It has been 
cut t~ the point that certain essential 
activities of Government are going to 
suffer, and unless some of those cuts are 
restored, either by this Committee or 
when this bill reaches the other body, a 
most important agency in our American 
system of Government--the Interior De
partment-in the most critical time of 
our Nation·•s existence, is going to suffer, 
and suffer substantially. · 

I know there are certain personal feel
ings that reflect themselves, sometimes 
improperly so in my judgment, in the 
matter of writing an appropriation meas
ure. I know there are some Membars 
here who do ·not have the same acquaint
anceship, the ·same knowledge of the 
able and distinguished Secretary of the 
Interior, Harold Ickes, that I do, who be
lieve that cuts should be made, merely 
because that individual heads the Depart
ment. For my part, I am glad .to say 
that even though there may be times 
when the Secretary would appear to be 
very direct, in my judgment he 1is one 
of America's great . men, and he heads 
one of the great departments of this 
Government. 

Harold Ickes is an intelligent, able, 
forceful, courageous, and patriotic man. 
In all that he has done-and he has done 
much for the great West-the breath of 
scandal has never touched his garments. 
The department he heads has spent bil
lions of dollars-not millions but bil
lions of dollars-since 1933. Some of 
us may differ with the wisdom of the 
expenditures, but no man can stand upon 
this floor or anywhere else and challenge 
the integrity of the man who has directed 
the expenditures, Harold L. Ickes. 

I want to pay passing tribute to the 
clerk who prepared these hearings. They 
are splendidly indexed and well edited. 
For the first time a young man in the 
Appropriations Committee, who in keep
ing with the best traditions of the clerical 
staff of that committee, Bob Williams, 
had charge of editing these hearings, and 
is entitled to great credit; he did his 
work under the able direction of Jim 
Scanlon, editor in chief. Then, of course, 
the clerk of this committee, :Sill Duvall, 
to whom we all turn for information and 
advice, is always entitled to commen
dation. 

I am particularly interested in recla
mation, and I will tell you why. I have 
only one small Federal reclamation proj
ect in my district. It is a very insignifi
cant one. Six years a.go when I was 
assigned by the then chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee to the In
terior Department subcommittee, I was 
told by that chairman that from that 
time on, so long as I remained here, he 
wanted me to become familiar with rec
lamation and to take the laboring oar in 
connection with it. That was our much 

·beloved and great chairman, Ed Taylor. 
I have tried to be faithful to the re
sponsibility he imposed upon me. I have 
tried to familiarize myself fully on that 
subject. 

I have tried to view reclamation not as 
a ma_tter affecting my district or my 
State, but as one affecting the entire 
United States, and I have sought, be
yond the understanding of some of my 
colleagues on the committee to get more 
liberal allowances for reclamation, be
cause I could see in it not alone the de
velopment and salvation of the great 
West, but in large measure a great con
tributing factor to making America great 
and powerful as ~he is at thi~ time. 

This year reclamation, so far as bring
ing water to arid acres is concerned, is 
dreadfully curtailed; I think injuriously 
and harmfully curtailed. I believe the 
wisest thing we could do would be to add 
$8,000,000 to $10,000,000 for reclamation 
of lands, insofar as it could be carried 
on, where priorities are not involved, be
cause every agricultural commodny that 
is going to be produced in the West is 
certainly going to be needed in this next 
year. Reclamation has been reduced very 
largely to only a development of projects 
that have to do with increasing the elec
trical energy output of the Nation. I 
fortunately come from a district that 
has within it the greatest power project 
in all the world. I refer to Grand Coulee 
Dam. For 6 years I have worked earn
estly to see it fully completed and I have 
had splendid support. It is now about 
completed. The dam itself is finished, 
two giant generators are turning now
each of them producing enough electrical 
energy to tak€ care of the needs of a city 
of 300,000 people. If the appropriation 
carried in the pending · bill is allowed, 
within 2 years seven additional gener
ators will be installed. An additional 
powerhouse is being built on the east 
side of the dam that will house 9 more 
of ·these mighty giants. I am proud of 
my contribution to this unusual project. 
All reclamation has been taken out of the 
Grand Coulee project for the time being. 
Donald Nelson, C:Q..ief of the ·war Produc
tion Board, has carefully examined the 
estimates for Grand Coulee, Bonneville, 
and those involving the other major 
power projects. In these hearings you · 
will find his letter in response to one by 
the chairman written last week, stating 
that it was his considered and deliberate 
judgment that every one of these proj
ects should move forward as rapidly as 
possible because of the part they play in 
the war effort. He also recognized their 
right to priorities. So I am trusting at 
least that the members of this committee 
will not reduce these items. I say to you 
that if you feel the urge of economy upon 
you so strongly that you must cut them, 
you had just as well cut them out entirely 
and assume the whole responsibility for it 
insofar as it would hinder our war effort. 
We know what will take place: They will 
be transferred, as they will have to be, 
because the needs of the Nation are such 
that they cannot get along without 
them-transferred to the War Depart
ment, the Navy Department, or some 
new agency, and the cost of administra
tion would likely go up manyfold. 

On other reclamation projects-those 
i:tl California · I have in mind particu
larly-there are some slight increases 
made. In my judgment the increases 
to bring additional land here are wise 
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and essential. I disagreed with changes 
that affected power projects on Central 
Valley, but I am not going to take time 
to discuss that at length now. 

Reclamation is about 30 percent of 
this whole bill, and nearly all of that 
deals with power. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the ranking Member on 
the minority side, said that Bonneville 
ought to be cut further in the item "mar
keting." Let me tell you something 
about this, because it will undoubtedly 
come up tomorrow--something in con-· 
nection with this item of "marketing." 
It does not stand alone any more than 
travel pay as it appears through these 
various bills is travel expense standing 
alone. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 5 additional minutes to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. LEAVY. Travel pay includes per 
diem in practically every instance. The 
same here for the Bonneville item that 
has been designated "marketing." It is 
the operation and maintenance of hun
dreds of miles of lines and scores of great 
substations. To cut those down beyond 
that which is wise is merely to make use .. 
less great facilities that must operate 
24 hours a day, because 40 percent of the 
aluminum production in the next year is 
going to come from out in the region sup
plied by the power from Bonneville and 
Grand Coulee, and it would be a matter 
of short-sightedness and foolishness to 
reduce them. It would be a national 
calamity. 

Reference was made to grazing. 
Gra.zing, of course, cannot be directly 
tied in to national defense, but it is cer
tainly a second line of defense. Do you 
know that the grazing agency of this 
country has to administer 200,000,000 
acres of land? And do you know tha1.; 

our beef production and our wool produc-
. tion is dependent on how that great 
estate is administered? 

Reference is made to the Park Service. 
I agree that under . existing conditions 
perhaps it should be reduced over what 1t 
was last year. Now do you realize that 
the Park Service has been reduced from 
$14,000,000 for the current year to 
$5,000,000 for next year? Would you ask 
a further reduction without a very care
ful consideration? 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, may I 
say that there was not a great amount 
of discord on the part of the subcom
mittee in the writing of this bill. We dis
cussed matters pro and con at great 
length, but we gave serious, careful, 
earnest consideration to every item, and. 
as I said a moment ago, we cut some be
yond what they should have been cut, 
in my opm10n. If you propose a fur
ther cut, be sure that you familiarize 
yourself with the facts surrounding that 
particular activity and can say with a de
gree of certainty that you should pos
sess that there ought to be further cuts 
made. Likewise, if you propose an in
crease you ought to be able to prove that, 
too, by the facts. 

We, this committee, your agents, have 
done the best we could ir: writing the bill 
here, and I hope that no Member, for the 
mete satisfaction of saying, "I tried to 

cut it again," will come in and attempt 
to reduce a bill that has already been cut 
40 percent. 

I want to make this assertion-and I 
challenge anyone to deny it-that 50 per
cent of the amount in this bill for the 
next fiscal year goes to national defense. 
If you cut those items, then wait a few 
days when we will have a seventeen-and
one-half-billion-dollar national defense 
bill in here, and fine-tooth comb that a 
little. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEAVY. I yield to the-gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. MONRONEY. The gentleman is 
to be congratulated on the 40-percent 
reduction; also, I understand that the 
careful work of the committee in comb
ing through this appropriation has elim
inated approximately 25 percent of the 
travel amount. Would the gentleman be 
good enough to insert in the RECORD the 
comparative figures for 1942 and 1943? 
Because of the great reductions made in 
the bill below the Budget, it is impossible 
to know exactly how much of this appro
priation will be allocated to travel. 

Mr. LEAVY. I will be delighted to do 
that. , It is as follows: 

Comparative statement oj appropriattons and 
estimates jor travel and amounts recom
mended in bill 

Estimated t~~~~~ations for 

Bureau or office Budget Amount~ Appro- recom-
priations esti- mended mates for for 1942 1943 in bill 

for 1943 

---------
Office ol tbe Eecretary ___ __ $442,945 $315, 257 $20:1,956 
Commission of Fine Arts __ 5, 100 5,100 2, 500 
Bonneville Power Admin-

istration __ 
United states-High -Cciii1: 

missioner to the Philip-

320,000 477,000 320, 00::! 

pine Islands __ ________ ___ 38,000 8,000 fi, 000 
General Lanrl Office . . . ____ 250,740 180,490 160,350 
Bureau ol Indian Affairs ___ 627,934 605,049 502, 740 
Bureau of Reclamation ____ 227, 564 193, !l05 151, aos 
Geological Survey __ _ ------ 436,954 278, 107 251, 557 
Bureau of Mines" --------- 308,035 426,982 387,933 
National Park Service ___ __ 110,816 380,660 68, 500 
Fish and Wildlife Service .. 378,482 306, 069 255,769 
Government in the Terri-

tories . .. ------- ---····· __ 21,573 30,073 25,350 
---------

Tot11L ..•• --- •.•••• -- 3, 138, 143 2, 907,292 2, 335,963 

Amount Percent-
age 

-------
Reductions by committee: 

Und€r 1943 Budget__ _____ _____ $571,329 19. 6 
Under 1942 appropriations_ ••• eo2, 180 25.5 

I thank my colleagues for so patiently 
listening to me, ::md I trust I have helped, 
at least in a small way, to a better under
standing of this important bill. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield such 

time as he may desire to the gentlem~n 
from Kansas [Mr. LAMBERTSON]. 
CHAMPION BOONDOGGLE OF 1935 BLOSSOMS INTO 

COMMON PARKING LOT IN 1942 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
the champion boondoggle of 1935, the 
projected $30,000,000 Jefferson National 
Expansion Memorial in St. Louis is about 
to blossom . forth in 1942 as a common 

parking lot. This I predicted years ago. 
Many of the Members present will no 
doubt recall the early history of the 
project. You will remember that when 
we were asked to pass the joint resolu
tion creating the United States Terri
torial Expansion Memorial Commission, 
we wrote into the resolution a disclaimer 
of any responsibility on the part of the 
United States. 

At that time the proponents of the 
resolution disclaimed any intention of 
comi.ng to Congress for funds, and tech
nically they have kept that promise. 
However, the ink was hardly dry upon 
the President's signature making the 
resolution a law before the promoters 
were looking for some way to. hook the 
Government, so it came to pass that in 
the spring of 1935, Architect Louis Le 
Baume, acting for a group of St. Louis
ans, applied to the Public Works Admin
istration for a loan and grant of $22,-
015,000. This original application cata
logued as Missouri Docket No. 1006, was 
turned down when the engineers re
ported: 

The proposed project has social desirability 
but cannot be classed as a public necessity. 

Me~,nwhile the citizens of St. Louis 
were given all kinds of assurance the 
memorial was sure to be built at once. 
Mayor Dickmann promised to "have the 
dirt flying on the river front in 10 days," 
if only· the people would cooperate and 

. vote some local money at the special elec
tion to be held on September 10, 1935. · 

In spite of all these wild promises, the 
election did· not attract the people, and 
we were not surprisEd to find out later 
that a favorable return for the bond
issue proposals had been obtained hy 
frauds in every ward in which the pl·a
posals carried. 

After the September 1935 election, 
Mayor Dickmann hustled down to Wash
ington to get $22,500,000 in Federal funds 
for the ploject, as he had promised the 
people he would do. 

But when Attorney General Cummings 
held that this sum could not be allocated 
for the project, because it was not avail
able, Mayor Dicl{mann ·retired from the 
Washington scene, but only for a few 
days. Then he returned and pulled every 
·~onceivable string, until, finally, the 
President, by Executive order; allocated 
$6,750,000 of Emergene;y Relief funds to 
the project, to be matched by $2,250,000 
of the funds of the city of St. Louis. 

Thus the project was whittled down 
from $30,000,000 to $9,000,000. But the 
promoters d~d not whittle down their 
appetites one iota. They kept right on 
promoting, ~nd so it came to pass the 
Government finally acquired all of the 
projected ·Site, 37 blccks in all, by con
demnation, over the protests of many of 
the property owners, evicted some of the 
tenants, and during 193~ and 1940 they 
wrecked the buildings and spent nearly 
all of the Federal and the contributed 
funds as well. 

So here we are in 1942 looking over 
the wreckage of what was started here 
in 1934. What was once a busy com
mercial and manufacturing section of 
downtown St. Louis is today only a wind
swept waste of broken bricks and mortar 
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which the National Park Service is 
trying to cover up with earth and clay 
hauled to the site and distributed with 
W. P. A. workers. 

The $9,000,000 has nearly all been 
spent, and when June 30, 1943, comes 
around I predict it will be more than 
spent if the Budget figures are correct. 
-Yet the memorial is as far away as Mrs. 
O'Leary's stable and cow pasture is from 
the heart of Chicago, which I suggested 
might just as well be restored. 

Mr. Chairman, last week I learned that 
National Park Concessions, Inc., a non
profit organization working with the ap
proval of the National Park Service, is 
conducting a survey of the parking situa
tion in St. Louis to determine whether 
or not to e~tablish a temporary parking 
lot on the memorial site. Think of it
a parking lot on this $9,000,000 site. 
Now, this is the same corporation that 
operates concessions at Mammoth Cave, 
in Kentucky. I would like to suggest 
that in their survey of the St. Louis sit
uation they also study the past histr ry 
of this famous boondoggle, with a view 
to working out some kind of a side agree
ment with former Mayor Dickmann and 
the rest of the memorial promoters, 
whereby a little space in Mammoth Cave 
might - be reserved for these gentlemen 
in which to shed their tears and hide 
their disappointments. 

At that, some of them must have got
ten more than they expected after the 
St. ·Louis Post-Dispatch and the St. 
Louis Star-Times _exposed the corruption 
in connection with that special bond
issue election in September 1935. But 
our officials here in Washington were not 
interested in the ethics of the matter, so 
St. Louis got its memorial, fraud and all. 

Now, what did they get? Nothing much 
to brag about. The city lost the income 
from all the taxable property in the area, 
and, besides, have to pay the annual in
terest on the $2,250,000 worth of bonds 
that were sold to make up the city's con
tribution. The Federal Government is 
out $6,750,000 for the property and will 
have to pay the interest on this money 
for many years to come. 

So I sa;y this was the champion boon
doggle of 1935, for everybody lost, and 
not even Thoma.s Jefferson has been 
glorified. 

Watch this champion boondoggle now 
blossom into a common parking lot. And 
let us resolve to write "finished" to its 
career here as far as appropriations go. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. WINTER]. 

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
taken this ~ ime to discuss what to my 
mind is a very serious situation which in
vulves Stephen, or H. S. R~ushenbush, 
chief of the Research and Planning Sec
tion of the Power Division of the Depart
ment of the Interior, whose salary .is in
cluded in this appropriation bill, and 
which vitally affects the very fabric of 
free enterprise in America. 

On December 1, 1941, in a speech on the 
lloor of the House I charged Mr. Raushen
bush with being a Socialist-Communist, 
and a draftsman of the blueprint of com
munism for America, an~ I quoted from 

a statement which I charged Raushen
bush made to a group of Communists and 
Socialists. 

Mr. Raushenbush took exception to 
this statement and wrote me denying that 
he was either a Socialist or a Communist 
and stated that in the speech I referred 
to he spoke as a liberal to a gathering of 
liberals and Socialists. Parenthetically 
it is a known fact that actual members of 
the Communist Party can and do publicly 
disavow membership-whether Raushen
bush was and is an actual member of the 
party is immaterial. Communism is. not 
only a political party in America but a 
political theory with as many shades of 
pink as Joseph's cloak. 

Rather than injure an innocent man 
I looked up Raushenbush's history. I 
have his life story-chapter and verse
and he adheres to the theory of com
munism whether he belongs to the party 
or not. He is one of the original and 
principal architects of the so-called new 
order. His long-time· aim is the destruc
tion of the profit system-free enter
prise-the American way of life. His im
mediate objective, admittedly, is the de- . 
struction of the major sections of our 
industrial system beginning with the pro
duction of electric power. 

In this book, The Socialism of Our 
Times, published in 1929, Raushenbush 
wrote: 

While the long-time aim of the liberal 
and radical groups is the abolition of the 
profit system for private use, our present 
strategy shoufd be to make and take every 
opportunity to prove that there is some
thing better than the profit system. Within 
the next 10 years we are going to have a 
chance such as we have not had for the 
tast 40. 

Raushenbush differs, not as to ob
jectives, b'llt only as to methods by which 
these objectives can be obtained in lib
erty-loving America. According to his 
own words, he long ago realized that the 
frontal assault by violence in the United 
States could not obtain the objective of 
a Communist state and with confessed 
reluctance abandoned the idea of over
turning the Government by bloodshed 
and violence by which the minority would 
impose its will on the majority, for the 
more practical approach to the Com
munist state by means of "encroaching 
control." 

Listen to what Raushenbush wrote and 
which is recorded on page 83 of this book, 
The Socialism of Our Times: 

The very subject Transitional State im
plies that we have accepted the alternative 
of encroaching control in place of the dream 
of cataclysmic socialism which has engrossed 
people dissatisfied with the world for so 
many years. * * • It is not pleasant to 
give up that dream of violent triumph. We 
are sensitive about it. 

Despite his reluctance to abandon a 
violent triumph he urged his proposed 
technique of encroaching control as more 
practical to the American nature of 
things than the method adopted by the 
murderers of the Kremlin in 1917. He 
advised his fellow travelers to lay aside 
the dream of violent triumph-revolu
tion and civil war, if you please-merely 
on the grounds that it is not, and I quot~ 
his own language, "pragmatic." 

He urged a Uriah Heap system of 
worming from within since he recog
nized that neither bullets nor ballots 
could persuade the American people to 
depart from free enterprise and democ
racy and adopt the totalitarian scheme 
of the Marxian state. 

No; Raushenbush never actually joined 
the Communist Party-so he says-but 
few more energetic, few more clever op
eratives ever sought to destroy the Amer
ica of Washington, Jefferson, and Lin
coln than he. His whole life record is 
that of an ardent, clever-and I might 
aqd "slick"-worker for the Marxian 
dream of a Communist state in the 
United States~ I charge that he believes 
in communizing America and is doing 
his subtle best to achieve that end. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle

man from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. From where does this gen

tleman hail? 
Mr. WINTER. I do not know where 

he hails from, but I know where he is 
working. He is in the Interior Depart
ment, Power Division; Chief of the 
Power Division of the Department of the 
Interior of the United States Govern-
ment . 

Mr. RICH. Where did he make those 
statements that the gentleman is refer
ring to? 

Mr. WINTER. He made one of them 
in a speech he was making to a group of 
liberals and socialists, as he says, in New 
York City, and the second that I quoted 
he wrote in this book. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman is quoting 
from him? 

Mr. WINTER. Yes. 
Mr. RICH. He has made some very 

bad statements and it seems to me the 
F. B. I. ought to investigate that gen
tleman. 

Mr. WINTER. They certainly should, 
and he should not be on the pay roll. 

Mr. LEAVY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 
· Mr. LEAVY. I know the gentleman 
wants to be accurate in his statement of 
facts that are within his knowledge to 
ascertain. He states that Mr. Raushen
bush is Chief of the Power Division? 

Mr. WINTER. I beg your pardon. 
The research and planning division of 
the Power Division. 

Mr. LEAVY. I know he never ap
peared before our committee. 

Mr. WINTER. That is true. He is 
chief of the research and planning sec
tion of the Power Division of the Depart
ment of the Interior. 

Mr. LEAVY. So far as I know the 
Chief of the Power Division is a perfect 
gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle

man from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. It seems to me that the 

majority side of the House should call a 
special meeting of our subcommittee, call 
that gentleman before us and find out 
whether these statements are true. If 
they are, it seems to me the responsi
bility is on us and if he is down there 
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in that department advocating those 
things we ought to write something in 
this bill that will eliminate him from the 
Department of the Interior. 

Mr. WINTER. Raushenbush is on 
record as supporting political ownership 
and political operation of all basic in
dustries, of which electric utilities would 
be the starting point. If that is not com
munism what is it? Call it Marxianism, 
call it socialism, or give it a dash of eau 
de cologne and call it industrial democ
racy, it remains ~he same, the deatJ.: of 
free enterprise which is the good nght 
arm of democracy. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Idaho. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman speaks 
about free enterprise. Does not the gen
tleman think these natural monopolies 
must be controlled? 

Mr. WINTER. I certainly do. I think 
they should be controlled, but I do not 
think they should be taken over lock, 
stock, and barrel, and have everybody 
working for the state. 

Mr. WRITE. Is there any other way 
of controlling them except through Gov
ernment control? 

Mr. WINTER. I do not care to argue 
that with the gentleman here. I should 
like to finsh the remarks I have to make. 

Mr. WHITE. I thank the gentleman 
for his courtesy. 

Mr. WINTER. As long ago as 1927 
Raushenbush, in the New Leader, the 
then official Socialist newspaper of the 
Socialist Party in America, speaking of 
the electric industry wrote: 

Here is an industry in which $8,000,000,000 
are invested already and another billion is 
added every 2 years. We have made three 
attempts at control • • • . A fourth at
tempt, which I loolt upon as much more hope
ful, is the one which seeks to set up through 
Government ownership at Muscle Shoals, at 
Boulder Dam, and on the St. Lawrence, yard
sticks by which the efficiency of private 
ownership under regulation may be meas
ured. 

Elsewhere in this same article Rau
shenbush wrote: 

We cannot hope to take over the whc:.le 
$8,000,000,000 industry successfully, even if 
it were generally thought advisable to do so 
at the moment. • • • But a scattered 
.series of great generating plants selling their 
power within 300-mile radiuses might be 
expected to have a very considerable influence 
upon the extension of public ownership to 
the transmission lines and the whole indus
try. 

In another paragraph in this same 
article Raushenbush wrote: 

Our long-time aim is the abolition of the 
profit system for private use. Our strategy is 
to make and take every opportunity to prove 
that it works. We must force our experts on 
agriculture, trusts, coal, power, subways, 
housing, milk, etc., to tell us correctly which 
the next steps are, and then take them and 
identify ourselves with their success . 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will t.he 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. Where did he make that 
statement, in New York also? 

Mr. WINTER. Yes. That is one of 
the statements he made before this ~o-

cialist and Communist group, that I 
charged he was making, and he said he 
was speaking to liberals and Socialists. 

Mr. RICH. VV:hat prompted him to 
make those statements? Does the gen
tleman believe that is his belief? 

Mr. WINTER. I think he believed 
what he was writing. His whole life 
history goes along this same line. He 
was speaking to a group of liberals and, 
he says, Socialists. 

Mr. RICH. He is down in the Depart
ment of the Interior under Secretary 
Ickes? 

Mr. WINTER. Yes; right now. 
·Mr. RICH. We, as Members of Con

gress, permit these Communists to in
fest the bureaus. Evidently the respon
sibility seems to be ours. I am going to 
ask the chairman of the subcommittee 
if he will not call a special meeting of 
our subcommittee and call this Mr. 
Raushenbush before us, and I hope we 
can get these statements. · 

Mr. WINTER. You certainly can. 
You can have them any time and many 
more. 

Mr: RICH. We should ask him and 
find out whether these are his ide~s. If 
they are, it seems to me it is about time 
that we clean up this Government and 
clean it quickly, before they clean us up 
and cause us to lose our form of govern
ment and our liberty. 

·Mr. WINTER. I hope the gentleman 
can be successful. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Kansas. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I want toques
tion the statement of the gentleman 
from Idaho that electricity is a natural 
monopoly. Coal and natural gas are, 
but electricity is made; it is not a nat
ural monopoly. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. LEAVY. Does not the geJ4tleman 
now feel that Boulder Dam, Bonneville, 
Grand Coulee, and even the T. V. A., 
with its various dams, are a godsend to 
the Nation and a blessing in this hour of 
trial? 

Mr. WINTER. I think they are one of 
the finest things we have. I am not ar
guing that point at all. 

Mr. LEAVY. The gentleman does not 
mean to advocate that they should be 
turned over to the private power com
panies? 

Mr. WINTER. I am not arguing that 
point here at all. 

Mr. LEAVY. The gentleman would 
not advocate that? 

N1:r. WINTER. No, I never have. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle

man from Ohio. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Does the gentle

man know anything about the book Mr. 
Raushenbush wrote entitled "The March 
of Fascism"? 

Mr. WINTER. He sent it to me and 
asked me if I would read it. I have gone 
through about half of it. It is a very, 
very illuminating ~ocument. If the gen-

tleman would like to borrow it, I should 
be glad to let him have it and read it. 

Let me quote further from Raushen
bush: 

In this same New Leader article Rau
shenbush explained why the violent tri
umph, that he is so sensitive about giv
ing up, is not a pragmatic approach to 
communism in America. He wrote: 

We have no caste system in this country. 
We do not have quite the inferiority complex 
of the European workers upon which to 
found our philosophy. The workers of this 
country are climbing through marriage, the 
education of their children, and the like, out 
of the proletariat as rapidly as theJ- can go 
about the business. • • • The chances 
are against the amalgamation in the near 
future of these various class struggles into 
one against the whole profit system. 

In other words, free enterprise and 
democracy are so successful in this coun
try that the public just is not interested 
in communism, so the new order must 
find a way to make America over in the 
Communist pattern without the people 
of the Nation being any the wiser until 
it is too late. 

Mr. Raushenbush, years before the New 
Deal came to power, preached adoption 
of a method of achieving the planned 
state in America without resort either 
to the violence of bullets and bayonets 
which had proven successful in Russia 
or to a coalition of voters which proved 
sufficiently successfuL in France to cause 
the political confusion which lead to the 
defeat of that nation. 

Raushenbush always rejected both 
bullets and ballots as a means to over
throw the American way of life. He said 
neither method . was practical to the 
American scene. He advocated the 
Uriah Heep method of boring from with
in. He suggested that all young liberals 

. coming from colleges, avoiding formal 
membership in radical party organiza
tions, should infilter into the service of 
the Federal Government and by the proc
ess of promotion obtain key positions 
from which they could wreck the Ameri
can system of free enterprise. He pro
posed that the first key industry to be 
wrecked and taken over by the Federal 
Government must be the electric-power 
industry. 

[Her~ the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 

additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. I wonder if the gentleman 
from \Vashington would subscribe to the 
doctrine as advocated by this gentleman 
of taking over all industrial enterprise. 

Mr. LEAVY. I do not think I should 
be called upon to subscribe to any other 
person's doctrines. Frankly, I do not 
think this is the place where we can try 
people, but if the House feels that it 
should pass upon the reputation, char
acter, and philosophy of some particular 
individual, tnat is a matter for their con
cern. I frankly tell you that I believe 
those great projects we have in the 
West--

Mr. RICH. That is not the question 
I asked. I am asking whether the gentle-
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man subscribes to the doctrine of taking 
over all industry, as advocated by this 
gentleman. 

Mr. LEAVY. In the first place, I do 
not know whether that is that man's 
doctrine or not. That is not my doctrine 
and I do not subscribe to it. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman has an
swered the question. I am glad to know 
it is not his doctrine. It is not mine, 
either. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. May I point out that last 
year the Department of Justice in the 
Department of Justice appropriation bill 
had $100,)00 of the funds for the F. B. I. 
earmarked for an investigation of all sub
versive people and groups in all the de
partments. If you look at the hearings 
on the Justice Department appropriation 
bill for the fiscal year 1943 you will find 
that the F. B. I. has made a report, and 
this man may be in the report, but the 
Attorney General of the United . States 
has stood in the way of the Congress get-

, ting that report. We could then act 
intelligently without having to try people 
on this floor. We are being thwarted by 
the Attorney General of the United 
States by his keeping Mr. Hoover, the 
F. B. I. Director, from giving Congress 
a report. This is the reason it is neces-

, sary for the gentleman to take the floor 
to expose the philosophy of this Mr. 
Raushenbush among many others, and 
in passing I may say that in 189 cases 
where the F. B. I. sent reports to the 
department heads, they received no re
plies. In 11 cases only did the depart
ment heads dismiss such employees. 

Mr. WINTER. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. I thin!{ the gen

tleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY} 
will be delighted to hear your honest 
opinion because it is not often we have 
a man who is not running for reelection 
from whom we can get the low-down 
from a good legal mind. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. I want to say to 

the gentleman I agree with what he is 
saying about this matter and I cannot 
understand how we can get away from 
this statement. Just let me read you this 
sentence which I do not think the gentle
man has read, in which he says: 

We have to give up our dream--our 
dream--of a violent overthrow of the Gov
ernment. 

I do not know what kind of a doctrine 
it is that a man preaches, I do not care 
where he is, that man ought not to be 
in the service of this Government and 
there is no question about it, unless he 
can show that he has changed entirely. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

the gentleman from Kansas 5 additional 
minutes. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I repeat, unless he 
can show that he has changed his senti
ment since ' he wrote this in 1929. 
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Mr. WINTER. Those are my senti
ments exactly and I am glad to hear the 
distinguished gentleman make that 
statement. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. And this was copy
righted in June 1929. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield to the gentle
man .. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That was per
haps before he had a position in the 
Government. They are not so anxious 
to overthrow the Gove"tnment once they 
get on the inside. 

Mr. WINTER. I think that is true. 
Once all manufacturing and most of 

the transportation and commercial life 
of the Nation became dependent upon 
the Federal Government for its lifeblood, 
electric power, a few shrewd officials in 
control of that power would find easy the 
bureaucratic conquest of the balance of 
the free enterprise economy of America, 
the Siamese twin of our free democratic 
system, the one of which cannot live 
without the other. 

One of the most significant paragraphs 
from the Raushenbush outline for a 
sneak attack on free enterprise and the 
American way of life is to be found on 
page 86 of this book The Socialism of 
Our Tim·es, when he wrote: 

The students coming from the colleges 
today can do something more than be filled 
with wholesome and cleansing indignation. 
They can be of enormous use to the move
ment as Government officials, starting in 
small and definitely working on the reason
able hope that in the course of another 10 
years we shall have Government control of 
a much more definite kind over our trusts, 
banks, and general industries; that there wm 
be Government corporations operating and 
managing, not only the Port of New York 
and Muscle Shoals, but many other develop
ments. There is a chance here for young 
men not only to keep the liberal groups in
formed about the dirty work going on and 
times and ways to prevent it, but also to 
loolt forward to careers of usefulness in exec
utive positions, making the Government con
trol over industry more adequate, p:oneering 
in a field of essential importance. 

·And then further on, on page 86, is one 
of the most startling remarks of the 
whole article, in the light of the present 
key position Raushenbush holds as Chief 
of the research and planning section of 
the Power Division of the Department of 
the Interior: 

One good man with his eyes, ears, and wits 
about him, inside the Department--whether 
it be the Interior where the oil scandal 
started and the Boulder Dam bill received 
most active support, or the Treasury, w.here 
the taxation scandals breed and the Govern
ment tax policies originate-can do more ' to 
perfect the technique of control over indus
try than a hundred men outside. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINTER. I yield. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I would like to aslt 

the gentleman if this has ever been 
brought to the attention of the Secretary 
of the Interior, or does the gentleman 
know? 

Mr. WINTER. Not to my knowledge. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, if the 

gentleman will yield, may I say he is 
pretty busy in the. egg business? 

Mr. WINTER. And then on page 85 of 
this book we find Mr. Raushenbush mak
ing this astounding statement: 

This side of revolution (Russia, Italy, and 
Germany) we can only take what opportuni
ties we can make ourselves or are offered for 
illustrations in socialist practice to convince 
both the workers and the middle class that 
we are right, that the abolition of the profit 
system is to their interest and will result 'in 
higher real wages, greater security, freedom 
from wars, and other forms of autocracy. 

I wonder if he has changed his mind 
about the Fascist revolution since the 
day he wrote those amiable words? 

Of course, since he presently dis
avows-as do 9'0 percent of all practic
ing Communists-his alliance with com
munism it must be embarrassing to him 
now to have his words, like birds of ill 
omen, come home to roost. I refer par
ticularly to his quotation on the founder 
of communism, Lenin, as the shining ex
emplar for American "liberals," found 
on page 87 of this most illuminating 
document, wherein Raushenbush wrote: 

The very idea of saying to people that you 
want Government ownership of railroads or 
electric power, not because it is eternally 
right, but because it is cheaper for the work
ers ana can be so proved, will be hailed by 
some as a compromise or betrayal of social
ism. But, as I understand it, Lenin himsJlf 
summed up each situation by itself and met 
it as he could, practically and pragmatically, 
and after that was done sat down to write 
these long, dry theses of rat ionalization 
proving that Engels and Marx would have 
agreed . 

At one time Raushenbush was a mem
ber of the executive committee of a well
known Socialist transmission belt or
ganization known as the League for In
dustrial Democracy. He admitted to me 
in his letter that during his college days 
he was a member of a college organiza
tion called the Intercollegiate Socialist 
Society. 

Raushenbush says he is not a Com
munist, that he is not a Socialist, but by 
his own published statements he estab
lishes himself as a lifelong radical , with 
brains and ability, who practices his own 
preachings of boring into key positions 
where the most damage can be done to 
the American system of free enterprise 

We, as Members of Congress, hold a 
sacred obligation to the boys who are 
fighting and preparing to fight to save 
the four freedoms outlined in the Atlantic 
Charter to preserve for them, until the 
time when they shall return to the ways 
of peace, that American way of life which 
is embodied in our system of free enter
prise. Congress can help to discharge 
that obligation by refusing to appro
priate funds to pay the salaries of h igh 
Government officials who, in the name of 
liberalism, are seeking to break down 
great segments of our democratic system 
of free enterprise. 

A good deal of confusion exists in this 
country about the meaning of com
munism. Because there is a Communist 
Party in America which is dedicated to 
the establishment of a Communist state 
by means of violent overthrow of our 
Government, it is natural that we should 
think of all Communists as believing in 
attaining their objectives by such means. 
In truth, communism is not a political 
party~ but a political theory. 
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The Communist Party of America, as 

such, actually represents a sort of de
nomination in the whole religion of com
munism. At the time of the Russian 
revolution there were two major denomi
nations of communism in Russia. The 
larger group were the Mensheviks, who 
did not believe in bloody revolutionary 
methods. The small group of B8lshevil{S 
used the Mensheviks for a while, then 
turned on them and destroyed them as 
ruthlessly as they destroyed the land 
owners. Here in America not 10 percent 
of those who believe in a Communist 
state · belong to the Communist Party or 
believe in revolution as the means of 
achieving a Communist state in this 
country. · 

They have shelved the violent triumph 
method merely because it is not realistic 
or practical. They are men of cunning 
and they reahze that they are so vastly 
outnumbered and that there is so little 
genuine sentiment for their cause in this 
country that a revolutionary attempt 
would be a puny, farcical failure. 

They are not without a plan, an alter
native solution by which they can achieve 
a communist state in this country. It is 
a "realistic" plan, to use their own ex
pression, for achieving their end without 
resort either to bullets or ballots. 

They plan to seed their fellow travel
ers throughout the Government and by 
administrative action and abuse of 
power, force the direction of Government 
further and further to the left, toward 
communism. They plan to plant their 
bright young men in key positions 
where, unnoticed, they can work their 
mischief behind the scenes. In the 
name of liberalism and of reform 
they plan to break down our democratic 
system of economy. 

No matter by what name you call it, 
this radical concept which Raushenbush 
has advocated all his life can be carried 
out only as a planned state, owned and 
controlled by a self-perpetuating . bu
reaucracy, which in turn must be ruled 
by an inner clique of ·superplanners 
who have at their head a diabolically 
clever man as the dictator, the tyrant 
in the classical sense, who will tell the 
American people where and how to live, 
what and how much to eat, what to wear, 
and what and what not to think; con
trol their religious worship and dictate 
their economic life. Freedom of speech, 
freedom of press, free enterprise-all 
the freedoms which have made America 
the greatest Nation on the face of the 
earth-would disappear if a Communist 
state should be achieved. 

Day by day, termites who believe and 
work for that kind of a Federal Govern
ment, hundreds upon hundreds of them, 
are now operating along a definite plan 
as paid officials of the United States Gov
ernment. Associated with them in many 
of these activities are hundreds more 
who are innocent, ignorant dupes who 
are blind to the direction in which their 
activities are taking this Nation. 

That the Communist state of Russia 
happens to be, by an accident of history, 
the war ally of the democratic state of 
America, has no bearing on this issue. 
Russia would resent and resist infiltra-

tion of democratic doctrines into the 
Kremlin with far more vigor than we 
in America resist Communist infiltration. 
All praise to Russian defense of their 
homeland since that defense aids our 
war effort. But let us have no false 
sentimentality toward an alien political 
philosophy just because they . are our 
allies. We don't have to like their sour
cream soup just because we happen to 
be in the same war with them. 

We, as Members of Congress, have 
given a solemn oath to preserve our 
American instiiutions. We are honor
bound in this time of national danger 
and travail to all of our constituents, 
whom we are asking to give of their 
treasure, their sons, their blood, and their 
toil, to preserve at home the freedoms 
for which our boys are fighting and lay~ 
ing down their lives to defend. 

Certainly the least we can do is to· see 
that not one dime of the taxpayer's 
money is appropriated to pay the salary 
of any saboteurs of democracy who are 
operating from within the framework 
of our Government to promote a political 
theory at the expense of the freedoms 
which this Nation is giving its life's 
blood to defend. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentlemen will look at the hearings at 
page 4C they will see something of the 
appetib ot bureaucracy gone wild before 
the fir:::t bomb dropped at Pearl Harbor. 
Great credit has been given to the Sec
retary \.If the Interior. I have no per
sonal feeling against him at all-if no 
praise. I differ over policy and the way 
he does things; I differ with his method. 
Look at this figure here of how much the 
Secretary asked for before Pearl Harbor . 
and think of it. I asked him: 

Mr. JoNES. Then the amount you requested 
(from the Bureau of the !Budget) was how 
mu· h ·t 

Secretary IcKEs. Our total request was for 
$349,756,568 

I would like to have known what pro
gram they had in mind with that amount 
of money. A few pages later the Secre
tary in the hearings claims great wisdom 
for being able to foresee that the Presi
dential office should not have shipped oil 
and scrap iron to Japan. He was one 
of the first that went out over the high
ways and byways to · get us into this war. 
So, as I look at his budget request of 
$349,756,568, I would· like to know what 
was in it. I wonder if the Secretary had 
b. scheme to fill the Grand Canyon with 
beer by means of a bucket brigade. 
· I wonder if the Secretary of the In
terior would have proclaimed Fish and 
Wildlife as a super national-defense 
bureau. He might then have spent 
money to make black-out pants for 
lightning bugs. Sure national defense is 
in some parts of this bill. It is hard to 
draw the line where seminational de
fense starts and where boondoggling 
stop.s. Even the shoe cobbler is in na
tional defense. But MacArthur comes 
first. 

Mr. Chairman, certainly we can put 
first things first, and we can deprive our-

selves of a lot of recreation in national 
parks, in favor of getting bombs and guns 
and tanks and equipment to our belea
guered forces throughout the four cor
ners of the world. It is only a question of 
differing over points, and what comes 
first. I contend there is room for an
other $15,00t,OOO cut in this bill, if we 
put first things first, and get the tanlts 
and machinery and guns to MacArthur. 

Now let us examine Mr. Ickes' cuts. It 
comes with poor grace, it seems to me, 
for the Secretary to wait until a near 
disaster comes over us at Pearl Harbor 
to say to the Budget Bureau, "You're a 
bunch of pik~rs; we will take a volun
tary cut of $10,000,000 more." I am 
thinking of another da.y a year ago 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RieHl asked the Secretary if we could not 
cut out some of these same expenditures. 
He asked him particularly about the in
formation service, and if the gentleman 
will look at the hearings last year they 
will see where Mr. Ickes was proposing 
to illustrate and dramatize the depart
ment by means of cartoons. Yes; he did 
that, but the little lion of the penthouse 
on C and Twentieth Streets NW. did not 
have the courage to ask for superman 
comics for his annual report this ~7ear. 
The test of a man's frugality is: What 
did he do before Pearl Harbor? 

Let us take a look at the record ·and 
see what took place last year on the regu
lar supply bill. The amount of the 
Budget estimates for the 1942 fiscal year 
was $186,496,348. The amount of the 
bill as it passed the House was $177,027.-
078. The amount of the bill as it passed 
the Senate was $185,119,813. You can 
see when it left the Honse, the· Senate, 
had a few ideas of its own on raising the 
House version of the app':'opriation for 
the Interior Department by $8,000,000. 

Some items in the House side were 
lower than the Senate side; and some cf 
the Senate side were lower than on the 
House side, but the conference took the 
highest figures in each case and reported 
the bill back to the House and the Sen
ate that was $3,206,110 above the Senate 
version of the bill and $11,298,845 above 
the House version of the bill, making a 
total conference bill of $188,325,923. 

Vainly a few of us on the minority 
side, especially the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and I, tried to cut items 
from the bill. Not one cent were we 
successful in cutting. 

Yes; there was loyalty on the part of 
the majority members of the commit
tee-loyalty to the Secretary, belief in 
his program, and they were sincere about 
it; and I admire them for it, because be 
is a "Mouthful" of their party, but there 
was not one cent of cut. Every amend
ment was defeated, even to the amount 
of spending $30,000 to put the Govern
ment into the park and hotel business in 
Alaska, where just a few patrons come 
to visit it. 

I. made a motion to recommit the bill 
when it was bzfore the House, when it 
carried the sum of $177,027,078. My mo
tion to recommit would have sent the bill 
back to the committee with instructions 
to .cut it to the 1941 appropriation of 
$155,549,932. 



1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2895 
Bear ln mind that the 1941 bill only 

carried national defense items as claimed 
by the Department of $38,875,400. For 
the benefit of those who might wish to 

know what departments and agencies 
were claimed then as national defense, I 
wish to read to you the national defense 
items in the 1942 supply bill: 

Appropriation items for national defense projects considered tor the Interior bill for 1942 

Appropriation title Budget Approved Approved 
estimate by House by Senate 

GENERAL OPERATIONS 

Eureau of Reclamation: Protection of reclamation projects------------------~- -- ---------- ---------- - $50,000 

Geological Survey: 
Salaries ________ ------ _________ .. ____ .. ______ ------------------------------ $25,000 (I) 25,000 

987,500 
195,000 

Topographic surveys (mapping for military use)-------------------------
Strategic and critiral minerals._------------------------------------------

987, 500 
195,000 

(1) 
$195, 000 

To~al Geological Survey __ ---------------------------------·--------- 1, 207,500 
1======1======:1==~~ 

1, 207,500 195,000 

r ureau of Mines: 
Mineral mining investigations ~chromium studies) _______________________ _ 100, 000 100,000 100,000 

.~o. ooo Economics of mineral industries. __ -----------------------------=--------- 247,000 40,000 
1. Scrap iron and steel statistics. 
2. Cooperation with othN American republics in production of strate-

gic minerals. 
Investigation of domestiC' sources of mineral supply _____________________ _ 425, 000 425,000 425,000 
Helium plants and Investigations _______________ -----------·-------------- 350,000 350, 000 350,000 
Manganese beneficiation pilot plants and research_----------------------
Production of alumina from low-grade bauxite and aluminite ••• ----------

930,000 
d85, 000 

930,000 930,000 
------------ 85,000 

1---------1--------1--------
Total, Bureau of Mines _______________________________ ------------------ 1, 937, 000 ], 845, 000 1, 940.000 

1=======1========1======= 
Fish and Wildlife Service: Inquiry respecting food fishes (surveys of stream 

pollution resulting from defense activities) ____ ____ _________________________ _ ------------ 35,000 l35, 000 
1=======1========1======= 

Government in the Territories: Construction, operation, and maintenance of 
roads, Alaska·------ - ---------------------------;----------------------------1======l=====l====== 50,000 ----------- - 50,000 

Total, general operations _________________________________ :, ______________ l==:::::=:~==l=~~==l===~= 3, 229,500 2, 040,000 3, 282,500 

GENERAL PURLIC WORKS-CCONSTRUCTJON) 

Bonneville Power Administration: Construction, operation, and maintenance, 
Bonneville power transmission system·------------------------------------- 18, 142,900 18, 142, 900 18, 142, '900 

Bureau of Reclamation: 
Reclamation fund: 

Kendrick project, Wyoming ___ ---- ____ ------------- ________ --'-·-- _______________________ ------ 200,000 

1,000,000 
3,000, 000 
2,000, 000 

General fund: · 
Boulder Canyon project._-------------------------------------------- 1, 000,000 1, 000,000 
Bullshead project, Arizona-Nevada.--------------------- ------------- 5, 000.000 5, 000,000 
Parker Dam project, Arizona-California______________________________ 2,000,000 2,000,000 
Central Valley project, California_____________________________________ 11,250.000 7, 250,000 
Grand Coulee Dam project. Washington __________________ ______ ______ 1 6, 000,000 3, 000,000 

4 4,250,000 
6,000, 000 
1,000, 000 General investigations . _____ ----- ------------------------------ ------- ------------ -------- ___ _ 

Total, Bureau oJ Reclamation ______________________________________ 25,250,000 18,250,000 6 17,450,000 

Total, construction .... --------------------------------------------- 43,392,900 36,392,900 35,592,900 - -------------
Grand totaL________________________________________________________ 46, 622, 400 38, 432, 900 38,815,400 

t Eliminated by House committ e with recommendation that necessary funds for m::tpping for military usc be 
appropriated to the War Department. . 

2 Includes supplemental estimate submitted to the Senate in the amount of $7,000 for statistics on scrap iron and 
steel (8 Doc. No. 61). . 

a Supplemental estimate submitted to the Senate (S. Doc. No. 61). 
• The EenatP amendment reducing this item added a contract authorization in the amount oJ $10,000,000 for t.his 

rroject. . 
5 Includes supplemental estimate submitted to the Senate in the amount ol $3,000,000 (S. Doc. No. Gl). 
6 A Senate amendment also provided contract authorizations totaling $7,450,000 for several reclamation projects 

including the following amounts for projects involving power development: Colorado-Big Thomp~on project, 
' $1,500,000; and Boise project, Anderson ranch, $500,000. Senate.amendments also transferred construction and ad· 

ministrative pxpense funds totaling $6,950,000 from the reclamation fund to the general fund, thus permitting con 
struction to proceed more rxpediiionsly on several projects involvin!l: power development which are related to the 
national defense program . 

I would not be surprised but that real 
national defense is confined to these same 
bureaus in the 1943 bill. I do not think 
there is any doubt but what we have been 
boondoggled out of the difference be
tween the $38,875,400 claimed by the De
partment as national defense and the 
$188,000,000 as passed by the adoption of 
the conference report of the 1942. Interior 
Department supply bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Will the gen~le
man yield"? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Am I to under

stand that all this praise which was 
showered upon the Secretary of the In
terior this afternoon by the chairman of 
the subcommittee, that he had of his own 
free will volunteered a reduction of 
$10,000,000 in the appropriation for the 
Department of the Interior, that involved 

the $349,000,000? Is that the figure he 
based his reduction on? 

Mr. JONES. No. It is worse than that. 
R~fore Pearl Harbor Secretary Ickes 
asked for $349,756,568. Then the Budget 
Bureau cut the amount down to a figure 
$50,163,179 under the appropriations for 
last year. The Budget Bureau sliced 
$161,818,467 from Mr. Ickes' pipe dream 
of $349,756,568, leaving $187,938,101. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Where does the 
$10,000,000 reduction come in? 

Mr. JONES. Then the $10,000,000 
was taken from $187,938,101. You can 
see it on pages 4, 26, and 36 of the hear
ings. Then came the war, and . Mr. 
Ickes has the effrontery to tell the Budget 
Bureau he is taking another cut of $9,-
811,360. Then, in effect, the Secretary 
said to the Budget Bureau, "You are all 
wrong. You missed some of my boon-

doggie. I can find $10,000,000 more you 
can cut." 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That was some 
of this padding he had fixed up in the 
first place? 

Mr. JONES. Then the committee re
ceived additional estimates of $2,190,525 
and you add that to $178,126,000 anC: you 
see how the Budget estimate on page 47 
of the report w~s arrived at. The com
mittee cut $17,682,421 from that and you 
have the amount of .$162,634,000 in round 
numbers in the bill before you for con
sideration. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. My coll~ague from Ohio 

[Mr. JoNES] since he has been a member 
of this subcommittee, has been for cut
ting down these expenditures in govern
ment. One instance the gentleman 
might tell the House about is Secretary 
Ickes and his organization spending over 
three and a half million dollars in setting 
this country up in the sugar and ·rum 
business in the Virgin Islands, and then 
after they spent that money they incor
porated for $30. This last year they 
went in the red $60,000 on a $30 capitali
zation. That is some business enterprise. 

Mr. JONES. You can refer to the 
hearings this year and last year. The 
gentleman has covered that each time in 
the hearings. 

In addition to the amounts appro
priated last year in the deficiency and in 
the regular supply bill, look at page 34 
and you will see the amounts that have 
been transferred from other departments 
of Govermrient. from the President's 
emergency fund, to bring the total 
amounts of funds in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Interior, over and above 
the amounts that we appropriated to 
him. 

On page 35 _you ,,·ill find the Ram speck 
- promotions carried in this bill are $571,-

250. Turning to page 45 of the hearings 
you will see there the report of the cost 
of the Information Service. We main
tain an Information Service at each of 
the branches of Government. They can· 
give you information on anything except 
what they cost the Government--the 
taxpa57ers. 

I tried last year to get the cost and if 
you will refer to the hearings, page 1139, 
last year you will find where they re
ported "information" cost for the De
partment of the Interior was $76,530. 
This answer was given to the following 
question: 

Mr. JoNES. Would ip be possible to put in 
the record a detailed statement of the cost 
of the entire Information Service of the 
Department of the Interior? 

This year I took it up witp them and 
I told them: 

In regard to the Information Service of the 
Department of the Interim:, last year I asked 
for a complete break-down showing the total 
cost of the Information Service, but I do not 
think the answer to the question was en
tirely comprehensive. It covered the per
sonnel , but I want for the record a statement 
showing the paper cost, distributio.n cost, 
. cost of messenger service, etc. I would like 
to get an answer to that question again this 

· year, giving the· entire or total cost. Wbat 
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further need is there for this Information 
Service at this time, in view of the fact that 
after Pearl Harbor we have a united country? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. JONES. If you will look at pages 
44, 45, 46, and 185 of the hearings you 

·will find very unsatisfactory answers as 
to the cost of the Information Service. 
On page 185 I am given a figure by Mr. 
Straus . . Just listen how misleading it is. 
Mr. Straus says: 

For the departmental information service 
which includes my office; the photographic 
section which services all of the 12 bureaus, 
such as the Bureau of Reclamation , the Na
tional Park Servfce, and so forth, and all of 
the service from publication section through 
which every item passes that goes from the 
bureau or any department to the Printing 
Office such as those st andard forms and the 
other items; and also for the radio section 
serving all bureaus and the Department
the total was $97,360. 

That sounds like the "real McC.oy." But 
let me give you the break-down that I 
have figured from letters that followed 
these unsatisfactory answers when I saw 
them appear in the hearings. I will give 
them to you. Just think of the· time and 
effort it has taken to get this information. 

For publications in the Department of 
the Interior it cost a total, for 369 man
years of personnel, $879,379; other obli
gations, $550,499; making a total for 
publications of $1,429,878. 

Now, we will turn to press service. For 
total personnel services, 30 man-years, 
salary $64,898; other obligations, $4,178; 
making a total of. $69,076. 

For radio broadcasting, for 9.95 man 
years, $28,612 in salaries; other obliga
tions, $3,929; making a total of $32,541. 

I wil: put in the RECORD a complete 
statement of the different categories 
from radio broadcasting, group contacts, 
paid advertisements, exhibits, motion 
pictures, lantern slides and like material, 
photography, correspondence, individual 
contacts, educational cooperation with 
schools; posters; making a total of 
$1,765,471 for salaries, and $665,306 other 
obligations, making a total cost of 
$2,430,777. 

. Mind you, this is the kind of expendi
ture after Pearl Harbor. I tried to get 
:figures for the current year-these are 
for the fiscal year 1941. The best and 
latest figures I could get are the ones I 
have submitted. I asked the Clerk to 
send down for them. They included 
those they were required by law to get out 
and then the press service sneaked in 
others as mimeograph operators. I still 
have not got a satisfactory answer I can 
analyze tonight. The total amount for 
personnel included in this exhibit is $2,
ooo,ooo plus for publication and prop
aganda service. It covers a total of 115 
full-time employees and 1,918 part-time 
employees. It took the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH] a 
year and a half to get from the Bureau 
of the Budget the break-down of person.,. 
nel as I have it here. The break-down 
of the figures given to me by the Depart
ment of the Interior does not show any 
such break-down, but shows a total of 

man-hours, 723.3 for the entire Depart
ment, and in the :field. There is a sample 
of the arrogance of the departments, and 
it shows you how far the bureaucratic 
tail of Government has gone in wagging 
the dog. · 

The Solicitor's Office carries the sum of 
$322,720. With the cuts that have been 
made in this supply bill it seems to me 
we ought to be able to cut his office 
considerably. 

On page 145 you will find the Soil and 
Moisture Conservation item of $1,300,000. Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. Can the gentleman by any 

stretch of the imagination see anything 
in the matters h~ speaks of that aids 
national defense? 

. This effort has been going on for a good 
many years, but in the interest of the war 
effort, certainly for 1 year we ought to be 
able to cut out this itein in order to get 
equipment to MacArthur. 

Mr. JONES. I cannot think of a thing 
in it that aids national defense. The 
only thing this activity _does is to disturb 
our people and put class against class in 
a power fight where public and private 
interests should unite to produce goods 
and guns for MacArthur's forces. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 

additional minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. For several years we have 
discussed the Jefferson Memorial. This 
year you will see from the testimony on 
page 43 of the hearings that the Park 
Service is still continuing to use city of 
St. Louis funds as trust funds to sponsor a 
W. P. A.. project. This Congress let its 
mandate be known to the Department by 
saying that it did not want any more 
Eederal funds spent on the St. Louis 
memorial project. The Park Service uses 
this subterfuge to get around the positive 
mandate of Congress; and by reading 
page 47 of the hearings you will find an
other case of the arrogance of the De
partment of the Interior where I asked 
the Secretary about the entertainment of · 
British soldiers and sailors in the parks of 
the United States. The disquieting thing 
that stands out like a sore thumb in the 
answers to all these questions is that no
body knows when we get through with the 
examination who paid for this entertain
ment. I insist that the Secretary of the 
Interior or the head of any other depart
ment coming before our committees 
should answer fully and completely and 
not play hide-and-go seek with a Member 
of Congress whether he be a member of 
the majority or minority party. Mr. 
Ickes said-and I will put this in the 
RECORD more fully when I revise my l'e
marks: 

I do not think you need to explain that 
further, Mr. Burlew. 

I believe we are entitled to a full ex
planation at any time we want it. 

Further taking up the matter of the 
publicity of the Department, we have 
$2,430,000 now for publicity. You will 
find in the hearings at pages 108 to 114 
a discussion of the Tugwell plan of re
settlement of the Puerto Ricans. I asked 
Mr. Swope, of the Division of Territories, 
to furnish enough copies for each member 
of the subcommittee and several Mem
bers of Congress who had asked me for a 
copy, asked them to bring it with them 
·when they came to testify the next morn
ing. The next morning it developed that 
they had forgotten to get the report. 
Thus they could not be examined on it. 
They did bring up two copies in the after
noon when the testimony had been com
pleted-two copies, one for the clerk and 
one for me. 

On page 324 of the hearings you will 
find that for the investigation of. recla
mation projects they are asking this year, 
the fiscal year 1943, for $1,450,000. 

Mr. TABER. \Vill the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Is a lot of that money 
spent for printing these nice picture 
books that have been sent out all over 
the country? · 

Mr. JONES. I think it has. 
Mr. TABER. To entertain the babies? 
Mr. JONES. That is right, of all kinds. 

You will find in the hearings an entire 
and complete study of the park situa- . 
tion that was ordered before Pearl Har
bor, and which serves no useful purpose 
now. It might just as well have been 
eliminated. It is now selling at the Gov
ernment Printing Office for $1.25 each. 
The point is, could we have gotten along 
without it, not how much you get for it. 

I ask you to look at page 324 of the 
hearings. You will see there the number 
of projects that have been completed or 
will be completed with 1942 funds. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 

gentleman 3 additional minutes. · 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, last year 

they had $1,750,000 for investigations. 
They have a backlog of investigative 
work that covers somewhere around 17 
States. With the funds already given 
them they have completed and have 
ready for construction $453,197,784 worth 
of public works that they can go on 
with. The investigation is completed 
with reference to that amount. That is 
enough of a backlog for post-war ·work. 
We can cut the entire amount for in
vestigations during the fiscal year 1943 
and we can pick it up after the war is 
over if we see it is necessary. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. What was the t.otal 
amount that the gentleman stated? 

Mr. JONES. $453,197,784. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. If you 

cut out that item you would throw some 
of these planners out of a job. 

Mr. JONES. That is the whole issue. 
trying to save these fat officeholders who 
might go into productive war work, who 
might be designing tanks, and airplanes, 
and doing something for General Mac
Arthur. They could be transferred to the 
Geological Survey to do topographic map 
work that is necessary for the War De
partment. But, no, they want to con
tinue these investigations covering rivers 
in many States. You will find it all cov
ered oil page 326. It is not necessary, it 
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should be discontinued, and it will be a 
crime and a shame if there is 1 penny left 
in this bill for investigation in 1943. 

On page 329 you will find the progress 
of the development of dams and power 
facilities, and I invite your attention to 
that item before we come to it tomorrow. 

With the enormous amount of money 
we spent and will spend for the fiscal year 
1942 for reclamation, guess how many 
acres of land have been brought into 
production as a result of that program? 
You will find on page 402 that 72,207 
acres have been brought into production 
at a cost of $99,667,000. How much does 
that cost an acre? Think of it. 

Then you will f.nd on other pages of 
these hearings where they tried to justify 
the continuance of these wide investiga
tions on reclamation construction 
projects on the ground of taking up the 
slack of a billion and a half dollars of 
imports that come into this country from 
South America. 

These are but a few of the kisses in the 
dark missed by the subcommittee. · As we 
read the bill I will cover some of the other 
items. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 4 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, during the several 

minutes that I was out of the House 
Chamber I am advLed that the gentle
man from Kansas [Mr. WINTER] raised 
the question of loyalty to the American 
form of government . with reference to 
one employee connected with the Power 
Division of the Department of the In
terior. I am advised that he at first 
referred to him as the head of the Power 
Division, but later, I believe, corrected 
that part of his statement. I merely 
want Members to know that I never heard 
of the gentleman in question. I did not 
know there was such a person connected 
with the Power Division as the gentleman 
he mentioned. 

The committee heard the head of the 
Power Division, Mr. Fordyce, who ap
peared before the committee and made 
a very fine statement. If the person 
mentioned by the gentleman from 
Kansas is actually connected with the 
Power Division, and I assume, of course, 
that he is correct, and if he is in any 
kind of responsible position and has writ
ten a book in which he has stated some 
things that are not in keeping with the 
:ideas and ideals that Americans hold 
dear, then I would be the last person on 
earth to try to defend such a person. 
I have no love and very little patience 
with any American who would bite the 
han!l that feeds him; who would accept 
a salarj from our Government and at 
the same time advocate the overthrow 
of his Government. It occurs to me, 
however, that if the gentleman from 
Kansas had such information when the 
committee was in session, and I believe 
the statement was made that he had it 
for 3 months, it would have been the fair 
and reasonable thing to have apprised the 
committee of this information and at the 
same time given the accused an oppor
tunity of being heard. That is the 
American way. 

There are several thousand people 
working in the Department of the In
terior. The committee, I know, will be 
glad to learn that the F. B. I. was invited 
to go through the Department of the 
Interior and make the same kind of an 
investigation it has made or will make 
in all of the other departments of gov
ernment. I am not telling any secret 
when I say they have not yet completed 
that investigation, but they have com
pleted it sufficiently that one employee 
of that Department has already resigned. 
I feel that Members have absolute confi
dence in the F. B. I. It will do a good 
job. 

It has no friends to reward or enemies 
to punish. It will be fair and thorough. 
I think I can say to the House that when 
the F. B. I. report is made that the De
partment will act accordingly and ' with
out delay. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Might 
1t not be fair to the gentleman under 
discussion to accord him even a chance 
to explain his side of the case without 
trying and convicting him in the House 
of Representatives? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I cannot 
believe that the House wants any ex 
parte or star-chamber proceedings here. 
The gentleman who has been mentioned 
so many times, it seems to me, should 
have been accorded the opportunity of 
appearing before the committee and pre
senting his side of the question 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 

gentleman 2 additional minutes and ask 
him if he will yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. May I say that I never 
heard of this gentleman, I feel sure that 
the chairman of our subcommittee has 
not heard of him, and I do not believe 
that any member of our committee 
knows anything about him; but if the 
statements made by the gentleman from 
Kansas on the floor a few minutes ago 
are true, then the chairman of the sub
committee should call the committee to
gether tomorrow morning at some con
venient hour, we should invite that man 
to appear before our subcommittee, read 
the statement that was given here this 
afternoon, and find out whether he sub
scribes to those things or whether he 
has written them. If he did, we should 
then write something into this bill that 
would bar him from receiving any salary 
from the Department. I feel confident 
that the chairman of our subcommittee 
will do some such thing as that, give the 
man an opportunity, and then let us see 
whether we can correct such a situation 
as this. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. May I 
say to the gentleman that a far more 
practical method, and I am certain a 
more sure one, was adopted by the com
mittee. May I call attention of the gen
tleman to the language of this bill. I 
refer the gentleman to page 140, line 13. 

This is not a provision that refers to one 
person only; it speaks for itself: 

Provided further, That any person who ad
vocates, or who is a member of an organiza
tion that advocates, the overthrow of the 
Government of the United St ates by force or 
violence and accepts employment, the salary 
or wages for which are paid from any ap
propriation contained in this act, shall be 
guilty of a felony and, upon conviction, shall 
be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned 
for not more .than 1 year, or both. 

Mr. RICH. If he wanted to sign an af
fidavit that he did not subscribe to those 
things he has written, then he would evi
dently have changed his mind and he 
could get away with it, but I think we 
ought to know something about this, and 
I hope the chairman now, since we have 
started on this matter, will call the gen
tleman before our committee tomorrow 
morning and let us get the facts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I may 
again assure the gentleman that the 
F. B. I. is taking care of the situation in 
that department, as it is in every other 
department of Government. When the 
F. B. I. finishes its investigation it is safe 
to say that the gentleman in question, as 
well as all employees, as well as the Con
gress, and the country will get a square 
deal-no more, no less. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. I wonder if- the gentle
man would consider calling on the At
torney General's office to make a report 
to us so that we may learn about their 
investigation in that Department. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I would 
say to the gentleman that I have already 
asked the Department for a report and 
feel certain that the report will be forth
coming to the committee just as soon as 
this investigation has been finished. I 
think that is the fair, practical, reason
able, and businesslike way to do the job. 

Mr. JONES. In order to satisfy this 
particular incident, would it be possible 
to get a partial report on those concern
ing whom they have already completed 
their investigation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I do not 
know about that, but I think the com
mittee would like to see the entire job 
done. I a-ssure the gentleman it is being 
done, and I am very hopeful it will also 
be done not only in that department but 
in every other department and agency of 
the Government within the next few 
weeks or months. As far as I am con
cerned, the F. B. I. cannot investigate 
them too quickly to suit me. 

Let us bear in mind that we are con
sidering an appropriation bill, and that 
this committee is not an investigating 
committee. If the House wants to ap
point an investigating committee now 
or any other time to go into that depart
ment or any other department, that is 
one thing. But to stop now in the con
sideration of the pending Interior bill to 
make an investigation, and especially one 
without giving the accused this consti
tutional privilege of being heard, is too 
absurd to be given serious consideration. 
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Mr. RICH. Suppose we report him to 
the Dies committee and let them take 
him for a ride. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania might 
appoint himself as a committee of one to 
do so. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 

gentleman from Kansas [Mr. REES] such 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I believe we are at what may be termed 
as "the fork of the road" in the prosecu
tion of our war effort. 

This Government, this Congress, and 
groups of people in all walks of life in
cluding industry, labor, farmers, busi
ness and all of them must determine 
whether we can carry on as w~ are now 
doing, in view of the critical situation 
with which our country is confronted. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States of 
America is in the most crucial period of 
its history. The American way of life is 
being challenged. Our democracy is 
threatened. We are in the most bloody, 
the most ruthless war the world has ever 
known and, it_has only just begun. 

More than 2,000,000 of the :flower of 
our manhood have been called into serv
ice of their country. Millions more will 
be called. Thousands have been sent to 
the four corners of the world, and thou
sands more are on their way. Many of 
them will not return. Billions are being 
spent for munitions and war equipment 
of all kinds and we don't have half 
enough. This and more is required to 
protect our country from a ruthless 
enemy that seeks to destroy our very 
civilization. 

Mr. Chairman, in the light of the criti
cal situation we find ourselves today, it 
seems to me we must be ;:nore realistic, 
more frank about it. We have got to face 
the facts as they are, here and now. 

Mr. Chairman, the risk is far too great 
for the people of this country to expect to 
bring this war to a successful conclusion 
and at the same time hope to maintain 
all of the so-called social and economic 
g~dns. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe those charged 
with the prosecution of" this war as well 
as industry, labor, farmers, and every
body must come to a common realization 
and underst anding that to save this 
country from disaster and to keep faith 
with the men who are on the battlefront, 
and on the high seas, and in the air, they 
must lay aside demands for personal 
gains and not spar for special advantage. 
We must realize the only way to save this 
country is through common sacrifice on 
the part of everybody everywhere. 

Until we have a realization that all 
Americans, and I use the words in broad
est significance, are willing to demand 
and ·accept less rather than more, and do 
it in good faith, we stand a chance of 
losing this war. 

Nowhere in the world can you find 
more loyal and patriotic people than 
among the rank and file of American 
workmen and American farmers. They 
have a big responsibility. They are will
ing. All they really want is fair play 
and a chance to do the job. Industry is 
becoming better prepared every day. 

War production must be increased to 
the very limit. Industry must not de
mand or have excessive profits. Labor 
everywhere will need to work longer 
hours. Farmers must produce more 
food. People, generally, whether in Gov
ernment, in the shop, on the farm, or in 
the office, must realize demands for per
sonal gains and profits must be sub
merged and secondary in this crucial 
hour. Our country's destiny will_ be de
termined by our actions in the imme
diate future. 

Mr. Chairman, Congress can appro
priate billions, which is only a start. 
People buy bonds-that is absolutely 
necessary, but the thing that really 
counts is transforming these dollars into 
the sinews of war. 

Our attention has recently been called 
to glaring cases of individuals who seek 
to extort such profits. A contractor with 
an investment of $35,000 is said to have 
made a profit of $200,000 on a war con
tract last year. Profits as high as 75 
to 100 percent have been reported. 
There is the case of an individual who 
formerly held h~gh position in the Gov
ernment, and who is engaged as an 
"agent" to procure war contracts for cer
tain firms. He demanded a fee of $700,-
000 for securing a big contract for a New 
York firm. Of course, these are excep
tions, but the grabbing of huge profits 
must be curtailed. 

Mr. Chairman, the taking of exces
sive profits by a Cleveland firm that was 
broke a year ago, as shown by a naval 
committee report, is not only inexcusa
ble but absolutely scandrJous. The pres
ident of the firm admitted that from 
profits on Government contracts he drew 
a salary last year of $145,000. His sec
retary drew $39,300. and $949,000 was 
divided among other officers. 

Mr. Chairman, such a thing is dis
graceful. It should be stopped. The 
money, all of it, should be refunded and 
those who took it should be penalized. 

Mr. Chairman, extravagance and waste 
must be stopped. To permit waste of 
the people's money cannot be excused. 
Waste is bound to lead to corruption. 

Mr. Chairman, the Government in 
Washington, and all who have a part in 
it, should set the example for efficiency 
and economy. 

We need to streamline bureaus and 
agencies according to the absolute needs 
of the hour. There are about 165 of 
these agencies. Many are valuable, but 
not necessary now. Activities of others 
can be reduced and expenses cut. 

Do you know our Government spent 
more than $150,000,000 last year just for 
traveling expenses of its executive em
ployees in the departments. Some of it 
is needed, but not all of it-not now. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know how 
much need there is for the new tempo
rary building on Pennsylvania Avenue 
being built at a cost of $600,000 and 
known as Mellett's Madhouse. I am 
advised it will be a bureau of informa
tion and will house hundreds of addi
tional employees who will give advice re
lating to war production for those seek
ing contracts. Why not use some of the 
many information bureaus that are 
already set up and not needed in the pres
ent emergency. 

Mr. Chairman, the recent resignation 
of Mr. Guthrie, one of the officials in the 
War Production Board, calls attention to 
the possibility of officials who may have 
taken advantage of their positions for 
financial gain. I do not think that such 
a thing is the practice. I believe nearly 
all of them are of the highest motives, 
but such practice should not be tolerated 
for a minute. Such facts should be made 
known. Whether they are dollar-a-year 
men or whether they received $10,000 or 
$15,000, they should be discharged. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that because 
it is for the best interest of our country 
much information cannot be disclosed. 
Those charged with the prosecution of 
the war should be just as frank and fair 
·as possible in providing information to 
the American people concerning our war 
effort, without disclosing facts that may 
be helpful to the enemy. The American 
people "can take it," good or bad. 

Mr. Chairman, the question of politics 
has been mentioned a good many times 
recently. Mr. Speaker, the situation is 
far too serious and too critical for favor
itism or political maneuvering outside 
or within the administration. Those 
charged with the grave taslt of guiding 
our ship of state in this terrific storm 
should call into the Government, regard
less of politics, the very best and most 
capable men in our country, and give 
them responsibilities in the production 
line, or wherever they may be used, just 
as you would do if they were to go on the 
battle line. 

Mr. Chairman, the Americans are 
deeply concerned, and rightly so.· They 
are willing and glad to contribute their 
share, and more, but they want to be as
sured that all efforts are being used for 
war purposes and not for nonessentials 
or boondoggling purposes. They demand 
everything be done to provide implements 
and materials of war before it is too 
long-and too late. 

Mr. Chairman, w-:; must reexamine our 
situation-not as of a year ago, or last 
month or last week, but today_ We are 
living in a blundering, bleeding world. 
Democracy is on trial. Our very civiliza
tion is threatened. 

Mr. Chairman, all groups and all classes 
will have to work tugether with a realiza
tion that it is for a common cause-to 
save our country from disaster. 

The obligation to otlr boys in Australia, 
in Burma, in the foxholes of Bataan, and 

· on the high seas and in the air is a tre
mendous one. Anything less than the 
best we have got is no·~ enough. 

Mr. Chairman, the task is gigantic. _ It 
can be accomplished It can be done 
when the American people, working to
gether, accept the challenge of these boys 
by giving them everything we have got. 
Nothing less will stlfflce. 

Mr. Chairman, the taflk is tremendous. 
America will emerge victorious, but it 
will take work, and sweat, and blood, and 
tears before it can be ar;comp1isbed. Let 
us hc:Je and pray it may not be too long. 

Mr. J OHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gent leman from Ma~sachusetts [Mr. 
H EALEY ]. 

Mr . HEALEY. Mr . Chairman, I have 
noticed that certain forces are engaged 
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in an apparent attempt to discredit one 
of the most valuable agencies of the 
United States Government, the National 
Youth Administration. Their latest at
tempt is to show that this agency has in 
its possession a great quantity of ma
chines and tools that could more profit
ably be used by war production indus
tries. 

Having been from the beginning an 
ardent supporter and admirer of the 
work of the National Youth Administra
tion, I have made it my personal business 
to inquire into the merit of the attacks 
being made upon this organization, and 
I find the following are the facts: This 
agep..cy does have a great quantity of ma
chines and equipment, which it is using 
for the training of workers for war pro
duction industries as well as workers for 
the shore yards of the Navy and the arse
nals of the Army. My inquiry also brings 
out that theN. Y. A., on the whole, began 
assembling these machines some 2 years 
ago-long before some other groups saw 
the necessity of doing the same. Rather 
than meriting the condemnation carried 
in these newspaper articles and in some 
of the comments of the Members of Con
gress, it seems to me that this agency de
serves the sincere commendation of 
everyone who is sincerely interested in 
the winning of the war. There can be 
no doubt that any agency which has put 
together the vast number of work and 
training facilities which theN. Y. A. has 
done has achieved a herculean task. 

My investigation discloses that most of 
the machines which the National Youth 
Administration has been able to rebuild 
and secure are excellent for training pur
poses but are not of the most modern 
type nor of the heavy caliber or amperage 
required by the industries having war 
contracts. 

I am informed that defense training 
facilities of the National Youth Adminis
tration now in operation include the fol
lowing mechanical shop units and work 
stations: 

Number of-

Type of production activ"ity 

-----1----
TotaL---------------------------- 1, 670 38,817 

Machine and mete.! working (total): _____ 1,134 25,097 

M2.cbine shop ___ --------------------Sheet metaL _______________________ _ 
Welding ___ -------------------------
Foundry------------_---------------

365 9, 571 
328 7, !148 
207 6, 117 
33 490 

Forge and hlacksmith ___ ___________ _ 101 971 
----Radio ________ ___ ___________ ___ _________ _ 

ElectricaL __________ --------------------
97 1, 956 
44 612 

Automotive maintenance and repair ___ _ 
Aviation services ____ --------------------
Patternmaking ______ ------ _ -------------

163 2, 900 
27 1, 103 
43 490 Other woodworking ____________________ _ 

Industrial sewing __ --------------- ------
97 2,800 
e5 3, 859 

Another aspect of this agency's work 
has been the wisdom and foresight that 
was shown in the location of these shops 
and training centers. I underst~md that 
they are located in every State in the 
Union and exist in the greatest number 
in those places where there are labor sur
pluses and the fewest opportunities for 
employment or training for war produc
tion industries. After completion of 
training, facilities were established by 

this agency whereby these young people, 
from those sections of the country having 
labor surpluses and no war contracts, 
could be transported to sections having 
war contracts and a labor shortage, 
thereby making available a very valuable 
source of workers at critical points in the 
war production structure. 

I do not wish to be understood as being 
opposed to giving every possible assist
ance to those industries producing 
needed war material. I feel that if any 
of theN. Y. A. equipment can be shown 
to have a more valuable use in any war 
production industry than it is now 
achieving in the N. Y. A. training pro
gram, then such industries should have 
priority in its use. In saying this, I am 
merely supporting the position that has 
been adopted by the National Youth Ad
ministrator from the beginning of the 
defense, and now, war program. This is 
clearly attested to by the statement of 
Mr. Sidney Hillman, head of the Labor 
Supply Section of the W. P. B., whose 
statement I quote as follows: 

Several months ago National Youth Ad
ministrator Williams, in conferences with 
Labor Division officials, agreed to turn over 
any useful machine tools for defense produc
tion purposes, if the proper authorities de
cided such action was to the best interests of 
the production program. 

Most of the tools held by the National 
Youth Administration are old, reconditioned, 
and largely unsuitable for war production. 

On November 8, the Labor Division in
structed all training agencies, including the 
National Youth Administration, to utilize 
machine tools available for training on a 24-
vour basis. These instructions were deemed 
necessary because of the anticipated shortage 
in machine-tool operators. Th!s shortage 
has since deveLoped. 

The attack upon this agency would 
have little or no public interest if it were 
not aimed at an activity which, on the 
record of its performance, is of vital im
portance in the war effort. We are all 
aware o:f the repeated statements that 
only part of our industrial plant is now in 
full operation due to the fact that prop
erly trained and qualified workers, as 
well as a shortage of basic materials, 
makes the full employment of this ma
chinery impossible. Therefore, the train
ing of workers becomes one of the criti
cal and vital elements of the production 
of the goods necessary for an offensive 
war. That the National Youth Admin
istration has been making a significant 
and valuable contribution to our war 
effort is attested by every responsible 
official in the Federal Government. This 
could hardly be otherw:se for last year 
approximately half of all those in the age 
group which N.Y. A. serves, who secured 
employment in private industry received 
their preemployment training in its 
work centers. In 1941 alone, 419,000 
young people went from N.Y. A. projects 
into private industry, 210,000 of these 
are known to have gone into war indus
tries. In addition, there were another 
300,000 who quit projects before com
pletion of training, for whom no records 
are available as to where they went to 
work. In one month alone, January 
1942, 35,000 young people went from the 
training projects of the National Youth 
Administration into war-production in
dustries. 

From all the facts in this situation, I 
feel that we owe this agency a vote of 
commendation that it foresaw a great 
need, and, with incredi-ble efficiency and 
drive, has moved heaven and earth to do 
its part in meeting that need. We now 
see that we need every agency that we 
have-the schools, the training-within
industry-Labor Division, War Produc
tion Board-and the facilities of the N. 
Y. A. to help in speeding up a supply of 
experienced and trained workers for the 
war-production industries. It would ob
viously cripp!e and retard the war effort, 
at this time, to do anything that would 
weaken, curtail, or limit the work of the 
National Youth Administration. The 
simple truth is that instead of crippling 
and weakening and limiting this agency, 
we need to facilitate its fullest possible 
operation. 

The economy of its effort is obvious to 
everyone who will take the troub!e to in
quire into its cost of operation. In one 
State alone, there were approximately 
12,000 persons in preemployment train
ing for war-production industries, 9,000 
of these are in the shops of the N. Y. A. 
The other 3,000 are receiving training in 
the schools and in industry and are re
ceiving an hourly rate which approxi
mates the beginner's rate of pay in in
dustry, whereas the youth on N. Y. A. are 
receiving only 15% cents per hour. The 
cost of training the 3,000 is between 250 
and 350 percent more than the cost of 
tra,ining theN. Y. A. youth. 

In addition, theN. Y. A. youth are pro
ducing needed parts for the shore yards 
of the Navy and the arsenals, 1 shop 
alone having produced 28,000 parts for 

- the Navy shore yards in a period of 3 
months. 

I have elected to make this statement 
solely because of my interest in helping 
to win this war and in the interest of 
truth. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
gentleman ·from Michigan [Mr. HoFF
MAN] such time as he may desire. 

NO MONOPOLY OF PATRIOTISM 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, yes
terday the Member from New Jersey 
[Mrs. NoRTON], speaking in opposition to 
the attempt which is being made to do 
away with pay and a half and double pay, 
demanded by some of those who are work
ing in defense industries and to end the 
un-American practice of permitting cer
tain labor politicians and racketeers to 
force 'the patriotic American worker to 
stand and deliver before going upon a 
defense job, said (RECORD, 2834) : 

Their tactics serve to arouse discontent 
among Americans and to breed disunity, and 
thus to play the game that Hitler wants 
played and that cashes in the chips for him 
and his gangsters. 

That statement by the Member from 
New Jersey [Mrs. NoRTON] not only tends 
fo breed disunity, but it does breed dis
unity. She charges those who insist that, 
in wartime at least, the un-American 
policy of compelling an American citizen 
to stand and deliver before he can work 
in defense of his country, with playing 
the game of Hitler. 

That charge is false and the Member 
from New Jersey should know it is f~Jse. 
Even a woman's prerogative of scolding 



2900 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MARCH 24 

and verbally spanking those who are near 
and dear to her is no excuse for such a 
statement. That sort of a statement as
sumes that the one who uttered it has a 
monopoly of patriotism, of good, hard 
common sense, and is never mistaken. 

The Member from New Jersey may de
fend, if she wishes-for that is her 
right-those gangsters who charged 
$57.50 to loyal Americans who wanted to 
work in the construction of the canton
ments. She may defend, if she wishes
for that is her prerogative-those who 
have compelled members of their craft 
to stand and deliver as much as $1,000 
for membership in a union before they 
would bf' permitted to work. 

She may defend, if she will, those who 
demand double pay for every hour worked 
on a Sunday or a holiday in defense of 
their country. She may follow whatever 
course she wishes, and the right of free 
speech, as ·practiced here in America, 
permits her on the floor of the House to 
slander and to vilify other people, pre
sumably just as patriotic, just as intelli
gent, as is she. That same rule and the 
falsity of her charge permits the inser
tion of a statement of the facts on the 
same subject. 

Those who insist that this· Government 
act to protect those who desire to work 
without being compelled to join a union; 
those who insist that in time of war the 
Nation should not be compelled to pay 
a price and a half and a double price for 
all munitions of war manufactured on 
overtime or -on holidays or Sunday, are 
just as p9,triotic, and some think more 
patriotic, than those who follow the op
posite course. 

The Member from New Jersey [Mrs. 
NoRTON] had quite a little to say yester
day about the percentage of employees 
who were working in various industries. 
She said nothing at all as to the amount 
of money which was paid for overtime 
or for work on Sundays and holidays. 
She made no statement whatever as to 
the added cost of our war efforts caused 
by the payment of a wage and a half and 
a double wage. She was silent as the 
grave on the question of the amount of 
money, the millions of dollars, which 
American workers have been forced by 
union officials to pay before they could 
take part in the defense of their own 
country. 

She failed to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the demand for 
the closed shop, for double pay on Sun
days, is so unpatriotic that the rank and 
file in at least one union has repudiated 
those demands. In a controversy which 
involved 8,500 employees of the Pitts
burgh Plate Glass Co and the Libby
Owens-Ford Co., which was pending be
fore the War Labor Board, the Federa
tion of Glass, Ceramic and Silica Work
ers of America withdrew its demand for 
time-and-a-half pay for Sunday work 
and for a union shop and for the check
off. 

Action by another union, the Automo
tive Workers Industrial Union, which is 
not affiliated with either the A. F. L. or 
the C. I. 0., whose members include em
ployees of the Diamond T Motor Car Co., 
proves what every informed person 

knew-that the rank and file was not 
behind many of the demands of the lead
ers. This union, according to the press, 
writing the President, said that failure 
of the national administrative agency to 
adopt a uniform labor policy has seri
ously affected the etllciency of the war 
production program. That union fur
ther wrote the President: 

We also believe that dues-picketing, union 
raiding, labor pirating, the cessation of work 
over the question of a closed shop and other 
forms of sit-down strikes or slow-downs 
should be abolished during the war period. 

The union further urged a 48-hour 
week, but did ask for pay and a half for 
work in excess of the 48 hours. The com
pany and the employees manufacture 
trucks for the Army. 

The common sense, patriotic action of 
those unions should bring home to the 
labor politicians and to those who speak 
for them the fact that the rank and file 
of American labor is willing to assume its 
share of the war burden and that it is 
time for · those who seek political or 
financial advancement through special 
demands by insisting that special privi
leges be granted to a group are not sup
ported by publir opinion.· 

The statement of the Member from 
New Jersey in substance and to the effect 
that those who are advocating a national 
labor policy are playing into the hands 
of Hitler is equal only in its laclt ·of 
foundation, in its tendency to promote 
controversy and disunity, by the state
ment made last week in New York by the 
recently appointed Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour Division, L. Metcalfe 
Walling, when he said: 

The Nazi propaganda machine is ·behind 
this whole movement to do away with wage
and-hour standards, although I cannot cite 
chapter and verse, and the newspapers have 
been taken in. 

It is fortunate for Mr. Walling that he 
does not go about the country repeating 
that statement, for he could be con
fronted by hundreds of thousands of 
loyal, patriotic, two-fisted Americans, 
who know that his statemen~ is abso
lutely false. 

It would be well for him to take a trip 
of a few days throughout the country and 
ascertain the will of the people. Let him 
talk with a few mothers, fathers, broth
ers of those who have gone to war, and 
let him in person tell them that they are 
the tools of Hitler. He will have on his 
hands a little private war of his own. 
His appointment has apparently swelled 
his head or stopped his thinking ma
chinery. 

Nothing is gained by ignoring the 
facts. Statements that there are no 
strikes only tend to create a lack of con
fidence in those making them, for the 
people know better. \Vhatever signs of 
repentance, promises of good conduct 
there may be from certain labor leaders, 
the strikes still continue, as note the 
following from the United States News 
dated March 27, 1942: 

STRIKES 

Thirty-one strikes, slow-downs, and other 
disputes which held up industrial production 
were reported in Washington last week. 
More than 9,394 employees were involved. 

The number of strikes represents an all-timE 
peak since this country became involved i:r: 
war, Decemtler 7. 

The totals: 
Eighteen American Federation of LaboJ 

strikes, involving more than 5,268 employees 
Eleven Congress of Industrial Organiza. 

tious strikes, involving more than 4,050 em-
ployees. . 

One independent union strike, involving 
50 employees. 

One strike of 26 employees, involving no 
union. 

Iu the list below the figures are the approx
imate number of employees involved in eacb 
strike. 

INVOLVING AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR 

UNIONS 

Building trades: Aluminum Co. of Amer
ica, Mobile, Ala., 850; defense housing project, 
Wentzville, Mo.; Ford bomber plant, Willow 
Run, Mich.; .J. L. Williams & Sons, Sheridan, 
Ark., 275; Kurz-Root Co., Appleton, Wis.; 
Pendleton Lahdy shipyard, New Orleans, La., 
75. 

Electrical workers: Fisher-Memphis Air
craft Division, Memphis, Tenn. 

Garment workers: Cosmopolitan Manu
facturing Co., Cambridge, Mass., 200; Leon 
Bros., Los Angeles, Calif., 80; Schwarzem
baca-Heber Co., New York, N. Y., 1,500. 

Metal trades: Fisher Tank Arsenal, Grand 
Blanche, Mich., 8; Marion Malleable Iron 
Works, Marion, Ind., 680; Todd-California 
Shipyard, San Francisco, Calif., 1,000; Walker 
Electrical Co., Atlanta, 100. 

Potters: U. S. Stonewear Co., Tallmadge, 
Ohio. 

Pulp & Papermill Workers: Sealright Cor
poration, Fulton, N. Y., 200. 

Miscellaneous: Armstrong Cork Co., Brain
tree, Mass., 300; Consolidated Molded Prod
ucts Co., Scranton, Pa. 

INVOLVING CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL 
ORGANIZATIONS' UNIONS 

Auto workers: Hydraulic Devices, Inc ., De
troit, Mich.*; National Stamping Co., Detroit, 
730*; Thorrez-Maes Manufacturing Co., Jack
son, Mich:, 600*; Universal Products Co., 
Dearborn, Mich.., 600. 

Clothing workers: Crescent City Laundries, 
Inc., New Orleans, La., 1,400. 

Mill & Smelter Workers: Aluminum Co. of 
America, Cleveland.* 

Rubber Workers: Seiberling Rubber Co., 
Akron, Ohio. 

Steel workers: Atlas Press, Kalamazoo, 
Mich.*; Matthews Manufacturing Co., Worces
ter, 350; P. Wall Manufacturing Co., Pitts
burgh, Pa., 220; Republic Steel Corporation, 
Niles, Ohio, 150. 

INVOLVING INDEPENDENT UNIONS 

Morrison Products Corporation, Cleveland, 
Ohio, 50-Mechanics Educational Society of 
America. 

INVOLVING NO UNION 

Ansin Shoe Co., Athol, Mass., 26. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BENDER]. 
llNTELLIGENT CENSORSHIP VERSUS CEJ."IlSORSHIP 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, the 
people of America want to believe most 
of the things they read. They want to 
know that the dispatches they read, 
date-lined "Washington, D. C.," tell the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth. We know that information 
from Tokyo, from Berlin, from Rome, is 
often deliberately designed to conceal 
and distort the truth. It is our pride that 
our Government does not need to hide 

*Indicate the slow-downs 
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bad news from the American public. 
When we read an official denial by Nazi 
Germany, we instinctively believe that 
the story is true. It must be the job of 
American censorship to see that this does 
not happen here. 

The people of America want ·to win 
this war in the quickest. possible time. 
We want to do everything necessary, and 
everything possible to achieve this re
sult. Our Nat ion understands the im
portance and the significance of produc
ing military equipment and getting it 
into action at the earliest moment. We 
have scarcely begun to grasp the impor
tance and the significance of words in 
this tremendous conflict. 

Americans are inclfned to get tired of 
mere talk. We believe in action. De
liver the goods and stop talking so much 
about it, is wl::at we want. So far as we 
are concerned, the ideological conversa
tions which have ripped Europe and Asia 
apart are not vital to our being. We be
lieve in our democracy and the struggles 
of the "isms." Fascism, nazi-ism, and 
communism in other lands are of real 
concern to only small parts of our popu
lation. 

All this has led to an almost. instinctive 
dislike of such new elements of modern 
warfare as propaganda and censorship. 
\Ve know that in many nations every line 

- of information is blue-penciled. We 
know that every word sent from other 
countries has been dictated by a con
trolled agency. 

But we do not know ourselves the im
portance of these weapons. We do not 
recognize that a goodly part of this war is 
a battle of words. Words are fighting 
battles in China, in India, throughout the 
continents of Europe and Asia. Battles 
rna~- not be won with them alone, but 
many a battle has been lost because of 
their influence. 

Our Government has embarked upon 
a program of censorship. For some 2 
months now, Byron Price, a newspaper
man, has been- carrying on bravely as 
chief of our censorship. But despite his 
efforts, the American people continue to 
be mystifi€d. When_ censorship was first 
beg:un by Mr. Price, it seemed perfectly 
acceptable. The basic rules for our 
newspapers were clean and simple. Nat
urally, we were not to prin t anything 

' which might furnish aid and comfort to 
the enemy. Troop movements, shipping 
news, technical details of new weapons, 
maps describing the location of ammuni
tion dumps-all of these things were so 
obviously matters of military consequence 
that no one raised a word of objection. 

-What has happened has been almost 
incomprehensible. When our soldiers 
arrived in North Ireland, that news was 
proclaimed to the world. It was good 
news, news for which many of us had 
been waiting expectantly. But it re
quired something like painful surgery to 
dig out the information that our boys 
came from the Middle West. For sonie 
reason the Army seemed to believe that 
this was a military -secret. Just how 
it would help the Nazis, Japs, or Italians 
to know that our North Ireland boys 
came from Ohio, or Indiana, or Illinois 
is not very clear. 

But this is only a sample of the kind 
of censorship which is driving American 
newspaper correspondents into prema
ture· senility. Our Army Procurement 
Division recently turned thumbs down on 
a request for permission to print infor
mation dealing with new aircraft fac
tories. Within a few hours from the 
refusal, a Washington official gave out 
the entire story per sonally. Information 
dealing with the details of war produc
tion was rigidly withheld from the rep
resentatives of the press in Washington 
for weeks. A military service journal 
proceeded to publish the whole story in 
specific terms without batting a type 
stick. 

Mr. Price has told us that the censor
ship program is being enforced entirely 
through the voluntary cooperation of our 
publishers, but the Army has threatened 
to use the 1917 Espionage Act to enforce 
its views on what may and what may not 
be printed. 

Perhaps the censorship problem is only 
one more manifestation of the confusion 
which prevails throughout our high com
mand in Washington. The recent state
ment of Secretary of the Navy Knox to 
. the effect that Los Angeles had been 
frightened half out of its wits by non
ex~stent planes followed almost immedi
ately by Secretary of War Stimson's in
sistence that unidentified commercial air
craft had flown on a reconnaissance flight 
over California which was followed in 
turn by denials that such a flight was 
even remotely possible, bear out the point. 
Then, too, the amazing story of a convoy 
en route to Australia which blasted its 
way onto out.: front pages scarcely reflects 
an intelligent use of our censorship. 

Almost incredible as it may seem, the 
British censorship, after 2% years of 
vicious warfare, is recognized everywhere 
as far less inclusive than our own. The 
British press has printed news of Amer
ican aviation developments which were 
withheld from our own people. 

But for a classic example of confusion 
worse confounded, the last 3 weeks have 
been unprecedented. The Secretary of 
War blandly informed us that material 
reinforcements had been dispatched to 
the defense of Java while the fighting was 
still at its height on that strategic island. 
A few days later the Japanese declared 
that some 5,000 British and Americans 
had been captured when Batavia's de
fenses failed. To this charge our news
papers printed the indirect rebuttal that 
only 600 Americans had been in Java and 
all of these were attached to our air 
force. 

On Saturday morning, March 7, 1942, 
the London Daily Mail printed a dis
patch dealing with American convoys to 
Australia and unparalleled battles in . the 
Pacific under the byline of its correspond
ent, Walter Farr. According to the story, 
it was dispatched "aboard an American 
warship at sea." From ;London and Mel
bourne, Australia, this story was cabled 
to American newspapers. 

Secretary of the Navy Knox immedi
ately denied that the dispatch had been 
filed from an American warship. On 
Sunday the Navy Department declared 
that Farr had filed his report from Hono-

lulu and then went on to say that the 
story had "no factual information about 
movements to Australia which had not 
been published by the American press 
prior to the London Mail publication.'' 
Where had this story appeared before? 

These curious word battles have lent 
heat rather than light to the censorship 
picture. The Secretary of War believed 
that the route of the Alaskan Highway is 
a military secret. The Canadian Gov
ernment at Ottawa promptly published 
the entire business. Our American cen
sors banned all references to the building 
of a new American naval base in Eritrea, 
Africa. The British Government an
nounced it and British censors 0. K.'d 
its publication. President Roosevelt im
mediately denounced the release of the 
information. 

All this confusion is a serious threat to 
every American publication which re
gards itself as a responsible organ of in
formation. Too much news which offers 
neither aid nor comfort to the enemy is 
being blacked out for utterly incompre
hensible reasons. Nothing is gained by 
these tactics, but much that we regard as 
valuable and meaningful in our lives is 
challenged needlessly . 

We-must have censorship in wartime. 
Let that censorship be consistent. Let it 
be intelligent. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. GRANGER]. 
CHAMBER HITS AT STRIKES IN WAR PLANTS

ASKS MEMBERS TO DEMAND FEDERAL ACTION 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, an 
article appearing in the Salt Lake Trib
une with the heading "Chamber hits 
strikes in war plants." This will be my 
r·eply to the Salt Lake Chamber of Com
merce to its executive secretary, Gus P. 
Backman: 

I note by a news item in the Salt Lake 
Tribune that you had sent notices to all 
members of your organization to "de
mand legislation prohibiting strikes, dis
pensing with the clo~ed shop, and clean
ing up the labor rackets.'' 

Well, the boys on Main Street have 
responded moderately, but have disre
garded the strike and cleansing process; 
but all want to repeal the 40-hour week, 
and time and a half for overtime. I sup
pose they overlooked strikes at this time 
because strikes in war industry are 
almost nonexistent, according to the War 
Production Board. 

This sort of propaganda is of the sup
posedly now defunct and discredited 
America First Committee type, and I 
recognize some .familiar names of indi
viduals who were fighting the defense 
program and the protection of the United 
States prior to Pearl Harbor, now posing 
as superpatriots, many of whom would 
risk the losing of the war if they could 
but discredit the President and destroy 
labor-whether or not it is loyal, patriotic 
labor. 

Some of ·your members suggest that 
perhaps I might serve in the armed forces 
at $21 a month. As a matter of fact, I 
did exactly that in the last war, for which 
I am proud as all you must be who had 
that experience, therefore I neither yield 
to you nor any organization in the matter 
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of patriotism. I am greatly disturbed 
when I think of what these fine soldiers 
will have to meet, but I am sure that their 
patriotism and service will be no less 
whether they get $21 per month or $221 
per month. This is the real test of love 
of country, this is their moment of 'his-· 
tory-the connecting link of a hopeful 
future with a glorious past. 

It is my opinion your organization is 
using the patriotism of young men, and 
the anguish of the mothers of these-men, 
to gain a long cherislied selfish end, 
namely, discredit the administration and 
humble the laborers, at a time when the 
War Production Board, with the Army 
and Navy, is working with success to 
smooth out problems with management 
and labor in a democratic way, and to 
correct some of the things that have long 
needed correcting. Now the labor haters 
are fearful this plan will succeed, hence 
their unjust and un-American activities · 
at this critical time. 

During the debate OI)· our foreign pol
icy prior to the Pearl Harbor affair, I 
was never quite sure of the right thing 
to do. But when I considered the insight 
and unlimited information of those in 
high and responsible positions, I felt they 
were in a better position to know the best 
course to take, and I therefore thought 
it wise to follow their leadership. I did 
this over the screaming protests of prop
aganda similar to thi~ put out by your 
organization now. In view of the fact 
that the leadership was dead right then, 
and the critics were wrong, there is no 
reason why I should follow the critics at 
this time-and I do not intend to do so. 

The President of these United States, 
the Chief of the War Production Board, 
the War and Navy Departments, andre-
sponsible labor organization leaders, 
agree that tremendous production has 
been realized and that maximum pro
duction can be had without spite legisla
tion directed at either management or 
labor. Let labor and management not 
become involved in quarrels at this time, 
when our very existence as a great free 
Nation might ue impaired. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. SMITH]. 

BONNEVILLE-ALUMINUM PRODUCTION 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I have asked for this time in 
order to urge tr~t the committee's rec
ommendation on Bonneville appropria
tions be accepted, as to do otherwise will 
seriously interfere with the very founda
tion of our supply program. 

It may be recalled that I offered the 
first Bonneville ·bill in 1937, and have 
for the last 10 years been a member of 
the House Rivers and Harbors Commit
tee which has considered all basic Bon
neville legislation. 

The Washington side of the Bonneville 
Dam is in my district, and as a result 
of the availability of this low-priced 
abundant power, my district is now mak
ing perhaps . the larGest contribution to 
the base-metal requirements of the air 
program of any district in the country. 
I can speak, therefore, with a consider
able degree of intimate knowledge on this 

subject. Because of this experience, I 
wish to point out the salient facts as to 
aluminum production and the part ~hat 
this production plays in our air program. 

Aluminum production 

In 1929 the primary production of the 
virgin aluminum in the United States to
taled 222,000,000 pounds. Today two 
plants in my district are actually pro
ducing at the annual rate of around 240,-
000,000 pounds, or in excess of the total 
American production in 1929. 

In 1939 the primary aluminum pro
duction in the United States had risen to 
287,000,000 pou_11ds. In 1940 when the 
National Defense Advisory Committee 
assumed responsibility for the metals 
program, their first goal was 400,000,000 
pounds per year, which was to be gained 
by the new plant at Vancouver, Wash., 

· and the expansion of the plants at Alcoa, 
Tenn., Massena, N. Y., and Baden, N. C. 

You will remember the early contro
versy over the supply of aluminum and 
the war requirements. Between June 
1941 and today we find that the Army 
and Navy requirements as to aluminum 
have been gradually but increasingly 
raised. In January 1941 the require
ments were set around 600,000,000 
pounds, and in May 1941, when Mr. Batt 
appeared before the Truman committee 
he admitted that the requirement level 
had been raised to one billion and later 
to one and a half billion pounds per year. 
We now find that within the last 2 
months the aluminum requirement level 
has been raised to 2,200,000,000 pounds. 
. The advance in the amount of the 

metal requirement for airplane produc
tion is significant, and brings out the 
power requirements of the President's 
expanded program. It takes approxi
mately 1 kilowatt working continuously 
for a year to produce a thousand pounds 
of aluminum or magnesium. A heavy 
bomber requires about 24,000 pouBds of 
light metal per plane, the smallest 
bomber 16,000 pounds, a pursuit plane , 
10,000 pounds, and a trainer plane about 
6,000 pounds of light metal, such as 
aluminum and magnesium. The average 
bomber, therefore, requires about 20,000 
pounds of light metal. 

The President's annual message to 
Congress last January set a new goal for 
our national supreme resources mobiliza
tion effort. In this message he ordained 
that immediate steps were going to be 
taken to increase the production rate of 
airplanes from fifty to one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand per year. 

Northwest aluminum production 

The Aluminum Co. of America's plant 
at Vancouver, Wash., located in the third 
Washington congressiona~ district, is 
now producing at the rate of 180,000,000 
pounds of ingot aluminum per year with 
the electrical demand of 178,500 kilo
watts. This plant was energized on Au
gust 31, 1940. The Reynolds metal plant 
located at Longview, wash., has an an
nual capacity of 62,225,000 pounds of alu
minum per year. This plant was ener
gized on September 11, 1941. In addition 
to these two going plants, there is a new 
plant under constructioi). at Troutdale, 
Oreg.. with a capacity of 96,000,000 

pounds per year and using 105,000 kilo
watts. · This plant is scheduled for com
pletion on May 1 of this year. There is 
a fourth ingot aluminum ple,nt under 
construction at Tacoma, Wash., with a 
capacity of forty-one and a half million 
pounds per year and an electrical de
mand ·of 46,000 kilowatts, which is sched
uled for completion on August 1, 1942. 
The fifth ingot plant is under way at 
Spokane, Wash., scheduled for comple
tion irf May 1942. The Spokane plant 
will have a capacity of 128,000,000 pounds 
with an electrical deman1 of 130,000 kilo
watts. Therefore, present northwest 
ingot aluminum plants will be producing 
in the middle of this year around 508,-
000,000 pounds or about one-half of the 
present production and around one
quarter of the ultimate production. 
About 520,000 kilowatts of Columbia 
River power will be at work on aluminum 
production this year. This production 
rate is equivalent to 50,000 pursuit planes, 
21,000 large bomb8rs, and 32,000 aver
age bombers per year. These rounded 
figures will give to this House an idea of 
the contribution being made by Colum
bia River power to the defense program. 

Defense metals 

It is becoming obvious that this coun
try must be the principal supply source 
of the nations combating the Axis Powers, 
and in this supply, electric power will be 
a large factor in the production effort. 
Modern machines needed for warfare are 
built of high-quality, lightweight, and 
high-strength material. Such materials 
can only be produced in the electrical 
furnace or in the electric cell. 

The program 

In his message to Congress, the Presi
dent announced his plan of increasing 
airplane production from 50 to 125,000 
per year, tank production from 45 to 
75,000 per year, antiaircraft guns from 
20 to 35,000, and merchant ship tonnage 
from . 8,000,000 to 10,000,000 tons; all of 
these rates to be realized by 1943. With 
this production rate applied to the major 
implements of war, it will be necessary 
that other rates be increased propor
tionately. Therefore, this involves large 
increases in the production of metals and 
raw materials like steel, aluminum, mag
nesium, copper, tin, zinc, synthetic rub
ber, and chrome in amotmts much larger 
than previously contemplated. In all of 

· this production electric power is the base 
of the program. 

D zjense dollars per k i lowatt hour 

The basis of the power requirements 
for the defense program has been esti
mated by various agencies from 2.25 to 
3.5 kilowatt-hours per dollar of defense 
expenditure. The tentative figure of the 
War Production Board is now around 2.25 
kilowatt-hours per dollar, whereas the 
Federal Power Commission estimated 2.75 
and the Brookings Institution 3.5 ·kilo
watt-hours. This means that one kilo
watt working every hour in the year will 
turn out from $2,500 to $4,000 worth of 
defense metals. The total annual ex
penditure for war of $72,000,000,000 rep
resents about $55,000,000,000 of defense 
production with an estimated power re
quirement of about 17,000,000 kilowatts 
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on the basis of the lowest estimates pre
sented. The higher estimates would be 
50 percent in excess of this figure. This 
·electrical requirement in the next 18 
months must be met in two ways. First, 
by new capacity, and secondly, by dis
placement and curtailment. It is, there
fore, apparent that ·this Nation must 
bring into service every kilowatt that can 
be quickly and expeditiously obtained 
within the next 2 years. 

Columbi a power source 

The four Bonnevllle units totaling 216,-
000 kilowatts, which capacity has not 
been included in any of the production 
figures I have previously given, will come 
into service in the early part of 1943. 
This is the quickest and best power ob
tainable in America for the defense effort. 
In addition three Coulee units totaling 
in excess of 300,000 kilowatts will also 
come into production in 1943. There
fore, next year two Columbia River plants 
will be able to make an additional de
fense contribution in excess of a half 
million kilowatts. I now predict that all 
of this capacity and more will be needed 
in the victory program. The appropria
tion which is now before you is for the 
purpose of carrying this power to the 
point where it will be turned into the im
plements of victory.' This House cannot 
afford at this time to disturb the figures 
submitted by the committee. 

Plant locations and how the energy 
will be utilized is beyond the control of 
the Bonneville Power Administration. 
For strategic and other reasons, with 
which some of us do not always agree, 
these plants are set by the military au
thorities. When these locations ar-e set 
it is incumbent upon the Bonneville ad
ministrator to transmit and transform 
the power from the generating source to 
the point of use. It is impossible to tie 
this appropriation down to specific items 
.when the rapidly changing military situ
ation may require the shift of large blocks 
of power on very short notice. 

Checks and balances 

The actual expenditure of this money 
will be controlled by two checking agen
cies. The first of these is the War Pro
duction Board, which will control the al
location of the basic materials used in 
line and substation construction. This 
agency will not grant priorities for any 
construction not used in the war pro
gram. In addition, the Bureau of the 
Budget has a con·~rol over the release 
of these funds, and the funds will not 
be released except for defense activities. 
Plant locations are more or less on wheels 
because of the raw material and mili
tary situation; therefore, of necessity, 
flexibility is required in the allocation of 
funds. Some of us may not agree with 
the individual items which make up this 
estimate. Nevertheless, it is apparent 
that the total sum will be needed .in the 
fiscal year 1943 to take the new power to 
the point of use. Therefore, I again urge 
that this body carefully weigh the facts 
so as to avoid any decision that could 
impede the flow of this electric current 
into quick and needed war production. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. GEARHART]. 

HETCH HETCHY POWER FOR ALUMINUM 
PRODUCTION 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Chairman, the 
appropriation bill before the Committee 
includes a small sum for the Division of 
Power in the office of the Secretary of -
the Interior. It is to support this item 
that I have asked recognition. 

Largely through the work of this Divi
sion, a giant, new aluminum plant
which will produce ·almost 100,000,000 
pounds of aluminum annually-will soon 
be producing this vital war metal in 
Stanislaus County, Calif., near Modesto. 
This plant will use power generated at 
the great Hetch Hetchy development 
which is owned and oparated by the city 
of San Francisco. The project was made 
possible by the Raker Act passed by the 
Congress in 1913. This act required that 
the power generated at Hetch Hetchy 
be sold directly to consumers. 

Ever since the fust kilowatt-hour of 
energy was generated at Hetch Hetchy, 
there has been controversy over the 
method of selling this power. In 1940, 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that the city · was selling the 
power in violation of law. The result 
of the Court's decision was that the 

· powerhouse would have to be closed down 
on July 1 of this year unless some means 
could be found of selling the power di
rectly to consumers. 

Instead of letting the ax fall and allow
ing this power to be shut off by operation 
of law at a time when . it is critically 
needed, the Division of Power in the 
office of the Secretary of the. Interior 
set to work to find a means of compliance 
with the Raker Act which would be ben
e:ficial to the city of San Francisco and 
would further the war effort. I know 
that this was a tremendous job, a job of 
real difficulty, because I have myself 
been in consultation since the inception 
of the program with the Federal officials 
who had jurisdiction over the matter. 
The men in the Division of Power were 
able to work out an arrangement by 
which Hetch Hetchy power could be sup
plied to . a new aluminum plant to be 
located near Modesto. 

This great achievement will mean a 
lot to the people of my district; it will 
mean revenues to the people of San Fran
cisco and a decreased tax burden; and 
it will mean more fighting planes and 
bombers to our forces in Australia, the 
Philippines, anj throughout the world. 
I think that this achievement of the 
Division of Power, standing alone, would 
more than justify its small appropria
tion which has been approved by the 
committee. I sincerely trust that it will 
be approved by this body as a vital- na
tional defense item. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. GREEN]. 
WAR VETERANS ARE DOING THEIR FULL PART IN 

PRESENT CRISIS AND DESIRE FURTHER SERVICE 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman and my 
colleagues, I invite the attention of all of 
you, but particularly the attention of 
our membership which serves on the 
House Military Affairs and also the 
House Naval Affairs Committees. I have 
received an unprecedented number of 
letters from World ~ar veterans wh<? 

are now desirous of again serving with 
our armed forces. Many of these World 
War No. 1 veterans have spoken to me 
personally concerning their desire to be 
of helpfulness and service during the 
present war. Of course, some of them are 
in the Officers' Reserve Corps and in this 
manner have been able to go into active 
duty and a few others have in the reg
ular routine gained admittance to the 
Army and Navy. I have also had quite 
a few communications from Spanish
American War veterans who feel they 
are physically able to resume service with 
the armed forces. These veterans desire 
to serve our country in some helpful 
capacity. 

I believe that the Congress should 
promptly enact a general law which will 
permit all veterans who are able to meet 
reasonable requirements to enter the 
armed forces. Their World War and 
Spanish-American War training and 
their civilian occupation and experience 
since the war have prepared them for 
most useful services. Thousands of them 
have been engaged since the last war in 
the professional world or in administra
tive and directory capacities or in skilled 
labor capacities, and in fact, all of them 
who are physically able to follow gainful 
employment have been active in some 
qualifying line of work which renders 
them now by far of greater usefulness to 
the armed forces than an inexperienced 
man. If is true that a relatively small 
number may be physically able to endure 
exacting combat duty but with their 
knowledge, training, and experience, they 
could very well be offered service with 
the forces primarily in noncombat ca
pacity. They could train and whip into · 
Army shape the thousands of men now 
entering the armed forces; they could do 
clerical duty, administrative duty, police 
and guard duty, construction super
vising duty, transpprtation, and mobili
zation supervision, production and su
pervision duty, and in fact, there are 
numbers of assignments which could be 
better performed by them than by any 
new person in the armed forces, and such 
assignments would be within the phys
ical ability of a large percentage, partic
ularly of the World War veterans. 

Practically all of these veterans have 
dependent families and many of them are 
without income except from their own 
earnings. It would be necessary for 
reasonable and comparable compensation 
to ·be allowed them. In other words, 
practically every one of these veterans 
could qualify for capacities which ordi
narily require officer's rank and pay. If 
such capacity should be in noncombat 
duty, then a scale of pay, perhaps under 

. regular officer's pay, could be arranged 
for special veterans' ofli.cers corps. Re
cently, I sent the following communica,.
tion to the President: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 3, 1942. 
MY DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I s t rongly urge 

that further consideration be given to the 
utilization of World War veterans in the pres
ent war program. Many of the war veterans 
are in good physical condition, and an un
usually large percentage of them h ave suffi
cient health to enable them to perform same 
kind of u seful service during the war pro
gram. They a re tried, true and patr iotic 
men and are, indeed, well exper ienced in 
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practically all problems now facing our war
program officials. 

Those who are not physically capable of 
actual combat service could be utilized in 
active duty as camp officials, intelligence offi
cers, in training of draftees and new recruits, 
and in guard duty. An arrangement of this 
kind would relieve many younger men in 
other Eervices and would increase the num
ber of existing trained officers for more active 
duty. 

Practically all of these veterans have fam-
1lies and other responsibilities which would 
make it, in nearly all cases, imperative for 
them to have greater pay than that allowed 
privates. It would be my thought that a 
special and appropriate officership arrange .. 
ment might be well worked out which would 
allow commissions to practically all war vet-· 
erans whose services are utilized as outlined 
above. ·The grade of pay allowed for the re
spective commissions given veterans could be 
slightly under the scale of the existing regu
lar Army officers' pay. 

A veteran who served as a private in World 
War No. 1 undoubtedly could now !Je worth far 
more to our armed forces at this time than 
he was during his war service, this because 
of his World War No. 1 training and experience 
and his civilian service and utilization since 
World War No. 1. A reasonable pay scale 
especially arranged for and provided fqr such 
war veterans who now enter the service for 
special duty and for the duration of the war 
would enable the minimum maintenance of 
their homes and at the same time permit 
them to fulfill their heart's desire for service 
now with our armed forces. 

Of course it is my thought that enlistment 
for such service should b,e optional with the 
veteran. An arrangement, however, as indi
cated above, would successfully invite the 
service of thousands of war veterans, and 
their service would be of inestimable value 
to our armed forces and our Nation's security. 

!..receive letters daily from patriotic veter
ans who feel that they are physically able 
to perform at least some reasonable assign
ment in the role of our country's defense. 
Practically all of them prefer assignment in 
accordance with their physical ability directly 
1n the armed forces of our country. 

I make this suggestion to you as the Com
mander in Chief of our armed forces, and 
with the hope that some worth-while plan 
may evolve which will be not only for the 
help of our war :veterans but also for sub
stantial aid to our armed forces in the de
fense of our country. 

With very kind personal regards, I am 
Sincerely yours, 

LEX GREEN. ; 

Mr. Chairman, in our appropriate com
mittees will give consideration to con
structive and reasonable legislation along 
this line, a surprising number of worthy 
and capable veterans will thus be in
vited to return to the service . . In fact, 
an unduly large percentage are now clam
oring for enrollment, even for unpaid 
duty. I hope favorable consideration can 
be had. 

DISABILITY ALLOWANCE AND INCREASES 
At this particular time, when industry 

has been seriously displaced by war neces
sity and when the cost of living has in
creased, it would seem most timely to me 
for the House to give consideration to 
general pension legislation . for World 
War veterans. I have during the past 
several Congresses introduced leg!slation 
for this purpose. H. R. 1440, which I in
troduced for this purpose, is now before 
the House Committee on World War Vet
erans' Legislation. Under the provisions 

. Qf this bill, disability pay would be as fol-

lows: Ten percent, $12 per month; 25 
percent, $20 per month; 50 percent, $30 
per month; 75 percent, $40 per month; 
total disability, $60 per month. The bill 
further provides that World War veterans 
and dependents who are now drawing 
compensation would have an automatic 
increase of 10 percent in such payments. 
There are other provisions in the bill for 
liberalization of exi.sting laws. I have in 
my files a large number of veteran cases 
which I believe in fact are service con
nected but froni one cause or another, 
the veteran has been unable to prove to 
the satisfaction of the Veterans' Adminis
tration that service connection exists. 
This bill would take care of all these 
border-line cases by automatically giving 
compensation. 

WIDOWS' AND ORPHANS' BILL 

In this connection, I may mention 
that we have twice passed in the House 
and sent to the Senate a bill for com
pensation benefits for dependents of 
World War veterans without service con
nection. Our last bill was H. R. 4, and 
passed the House on June 16, 1941. This 
is one of the most meritorious pieces of 
legislation that I ever voted for, and I 
hope that the other legislative branch 
will promptly act in order that these 

Compensation and pension benefits: 

widows and orphans and dependent par
ents of deceased veterans may have these 
justified benefits. 

It is true that the Congress has made 
large appropriations for disabled ·world 
War veterans and for their dependents 
and for their hospitalization. In my 
State we now have some 4,000 Spanish
American War veterans who draw pen
sion and some 11,500 ·world War vet
erans drawing compensation or pension. 
The total amount paid for all purposes 
to all veterans, dependents, for hospi
talization, ana so forth, in Florida for 
1941, was a little over $11,000,000. I in
clude herewith in this connection a 
statement recently given me by the Vet
erans' Administration. 

VETERANS' ADMINISTRA'IION, 
Washington, Febrit.ary 11, 1942. 

Hon. LEx GREEN, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. GREEN: Reference is made 

to your letter dated February 9, 1942 •. re
questing information relative to the amount 
disbursed in the State of Florida for the 
fiscal years 1940 and 1941. 

The following table indicates an approxi
mate distribution of expenditures in the 
State of Florida during the fiscal years 1940 
and 1941, and the number of beneficiaries on 
the roll June 30, 194.0 and 1941. 

Number Disbursed Number Disbursed 
on roll during on roll during 

June 30, fiscal year June 30, fiscal year 
1940 1940 1941 1941 

Wor~~E1:1~~~~ns-----========================================= ~: ~~ $3, ~: I~i i: ~;~ ~: ~~ n~ 
::~i~~;8{~ar -<deceased -.veie~ans) ::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::~:: --------4- ------2; 368- --------4- -------2; 37i 
Indian War: · 

Living veterans __ -------------------------------------------- 35 
liO 

30,245 
14, 411 

40 
47 

28,843 
17,082 Deceased veterans . _________ ---------------------------------

Civil Wsr: · 
Living veterans ___ ------------_------------------------------ 37 

603 
56, 128 

290,032 
27 

534 
33,554 

256,094 Deceased veterans_----- __________________ --------------------
Spani~h. American War: . 

L1vmg veterans_--------------------------------------------- . 3, 930 3, 058,047 
Deceased veterans._----------------------------------------- 1, 014 367,809 

3, 904 
I, 086 

3, 207,359 
403,787 

Regular Establishment: 
Living veterans.--------------------------------------------- ~~ 'Zl.7, 864 693 289,104 
Deceased veterans _____________ ------------------------------ ____ 

1 
___ 5_4,_58_2_: ___ 20_4_

1 

___ 62_., _964_ 

Total compensation and pension benefits: 
Living veterans--------------------- ----------------------- 11, 243 6, 801,036 11,791 

3,828 
7, 380,862 
1, 777,096 Deceased veterans----------------------------------------- 3, 647 1, 702,683 

313,064 
12,661 

1,479, 267 
400,559 

325 256,641 
8, 318 

1, 581,544 
91, 792 

Total disbursements,------·----------------------------------- ---------- 10,709,270 11,096, 253 

1 Administration includes expenditures incident to the maintenance and operation of all offices, hospitals, and all 
forms of medical, hospital, and domiciliary care. 

Very truly yours, 
FRANK T. HINES, 

Administrator. 

These expenditures do not take care 
of the pressing and just requirements. 
Passage of H. R. 1440 or its substance is 
not only justified but is just and should 
be done. I ask your support for this bill. 

For all purposes, veterans and depend
ents, hospitalization, and so forth, in 
Florida the past 12 years, there has been 
expended possibly $84,000,000. We have 
in Florida two splendid facilities for vet
erans-one at Lake City and the other 
at Bay Pines, Fla. In my efforts for these 
facilities, I have uniformly had the fullest 
cooperation of Florida veterans. In fact, 
this cooperation has been had in all 
things which were for the benefit and 

betterment of our grea~ Nation and our 
democratic form of government. I am 
grateful for this cooperation and under
standing which exists in my State. 

VOTED FOR BONUS PAYMENTS 
Soon after my vote for payment of the 

bonus, Frank E. Altman, senior vice com
mander, Department of Plorida, Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, and also president, Vet
erans' Voting League, wired me: 

Your vote yesterday (for bonus payment) 
has been recorded in our sacred archives. 
Call on me or our State-wide organization 
for anything you ·may need in future. 

Also, J. J. Skillman, national council
man, Veterans of Foreign Vvars, wired as 
follows: 

Congratulations on the courage of your 
conviction to honor the Nation's heroes by 
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your support in voting for the bonus bill. 
The veterans of the State of Florida will never 
forget your courage and gratitude shown to 
them by you. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD Of January 
10, 1936, roll call No.3, shows that I voted 
to pass the bonus bill. I also was the 
only Florida Congressman who signed the 
petition on the Speaker's desk to force 
consideration of this bill. The CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD Of January 24, 1936, page 
987, roll call No. 11, shows that I voted 
to pass the bonus bill over the veto of the 
President. This is the bill under which 
the bonus was paid to the veterans. 

Gordon B. Knowles, former command
er, the American Legion, Department of 
Florida, wrote me as follows: 

I wish to express to you on behalf of the 
American Legion, of the Department of 
Florida, and particularly on behalf of my 
associates on the committee that recently 
went to Washington about the Lake City Hos
pital, our very sincere thanks for your co
operation and kindness in connection with 
the project and our visit to Washington. 
You were more than courteous, thoughtful, 
and hospitable to us and we are all very 
grateful. 

Hon. Frank J. Wideman, former As
sistant Attorney General, wrote me as 
follows: 

I congratulate you on your good work in 
the matter of establishing a branch of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol
diers in Florida. 

Raymer F. Maguire, former member of 
Florida Board of Control, wrote me: 

I appreciate the Fletcher-Green bill oro
viding for the establishment of Naticnal 
Home for Disabled Soldiers in Florida. I am 
sure of one thing, and that is that you never 
miss an opportunity to put in your oar and 
paddle ':or the interest of Florida. 

Howard Rowton, a most prominent 
Florida Legionnaire, wrote me: 

I want to thank you for the fine support 
that you have always given the ex-service 
men of Florida, and we feel that in you we 
have a real friend. 

J. W. Gooding, past department com
mander, Florida United Spanish War 
Veterans, wrote me: 

I wish to take this opportunity to· thank 
you for the good work you have done for the 
State of Florida in reference to the branch of 
the National Soldiers Home for Florida 
(Southern States) and for your wiras to me as 
department commander. I especially wish to 
thank you for all your work in behalf of cur 
organization, the United Spanish War Vet
erans. As retiring department commander 
for Florida for 1929-30 I personally as WE'll 
as for the organization express my apprecia
tion. 

The great veterans' facility now at Bay 
Pines, Fla., was established as a result of 
the bill which I introduced in the House 
and the late Senator Fletcher, of Florida, 
in the Senate. 

LEGION DISTINGUISHED SERVICE AWARD 

One of the greatest honors which it has 
been my lot to receive was the Legion 
distinguished service award for 1933, of 
the American Legion post of my home 
county. 

If there is doubt in the minds of any 
present as to the patriotism and desire of 
World War veterans to serve our country 
in the present armed conflict, I hope you 

will listen to the following communica-
tion: -

UNITED STA'[ES AMERICAN LEGION, 
St. Petersburg, Fla., Mar ch 6, 1942. 

Hon. LEX GREEN, 
House of Representatives, 

washington, D. C. 
DEAR LEx: Your letter of the 20th ultimo, 

enclosing the copy of the American's Creed, 
was read to the entire membership in open 
meeting, and a motion was made and passed 
that this letter be sent expressing our sincere 
appreciation. 

Many of our members have expressed their 
desire to again serve our country in this hour 
of need, but apparently their age prohibits 
the use of the~r services. However, we all 
stand ready and willing to serve in whatever 
capacity possible. 

Personally, I took an examination for re
commission in the service on January 13 and 
have just been ordered to have my blood 
pressure rechecked, although I haven't miEsed 
a day from the office in many years. 

Assuring you it is always a pleasure to be of 
service and with kindest personal regards, 
lam 

Respectfully, 
MARTIN H. TEWES, 

Adjutant. 

I was deeply impressed by a statement 
recently carried in the Florida press and 
made by State Commandel; Rupert 
Caviness, of the American Legion, De
partment of Florida. Mr. Caviness is 
a highly patriotic, thoughtful, and well
informed gentleman. His views are in
deed entitled to the consideration of the 
Congress. His statement, in part, was 
as follows: 

In my opinion, we are very fortunate in 
having the brainiest men of the world at the 
head of our Army and our Navy. Our Army 
and Navy represent the "cream of man
power" not only of our Nation but of the 
whole world. 

I have all of the confidence in the world 
in these men, and I know that they are 
capable of doing a better job_ than is pos
sible by any other manpower of the world, 
providing they are furnished with a suf
ficient amount of the proper equipment. 

The United States Army and Navy is com
posed of the highest quality men that can 
be found in the world. They are in there 
because of the enlistment, -or because of 
selective service. We should be doing things 
to let these men know that we are proud 
of them. Our task is to build their spirits 
and try to make them believe that we are 
with them 100 percent. 

The quickest way for us to win this war 
would be for every true American citizen 
to be called into some kind of service and 
thereby carry his or her part. 

Suppose we take another idea from Brit
ain and put a ceiling on the amount of 
money that every United States citizen may 
earn in a year. Is any civilian worth more 
pay than the man who is fighting and offer
ing his life to preserve what we have? 

The veterans are responding nobly to 
the call of duty and are doing all within 
their power for our war effort. They de
sire to participate further. If arrange
ments can be made for further participa
tion, the veterans will be not only happy 
but will respond and our civilization will 
be benefited. 

We are now facing the most critical 
period in the history of our Republic. 
Civillzation is at the very cross roads. 
The liberty and freedom of not only the 
American people but of mankind is at 
stake. The suppressed and enslaved peo
ple of many nations now look with long-

ing hope for rescue by the people of the 
United St ates. Their freedom has been 
blasted. They are lllOW writhing under 
the iron heel of Hitler and his hordes. 
Unity and supreme effort of America 
are the only hope for freedom's victory 
over Germany, Italy, and imperial Japan. 
Men of character, experience, and ability 
are needed to help guide the destiny of 
our Nation and world freedom. Let us 
do all possible to utilize the services of 
these patriotic and qualified veterans. 

The Clerk read to line 6, bottom of 
page 1. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

Mr. McCoRMACK having assumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
CooPER, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
U:!lion reported that that Committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 
6845 and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend the remarks 
I made this afternoon and include two 
or three short letters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and include a very 
excellent address by the Commissioner 
from the Philippine Islands [Mr. 
ELIZALDE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\.fr. ELIZALDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks by including a speech by Mrs. Pearl 
,Buck. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. · 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks and 
include an item from the New England 
News Letter for the month of March. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
obj2ction? 

There was no objection. 
MODIF·ICATION OF THE WALSH-HEALEY 

ACT 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the present considera
tion of the bill (H. R. 4579) to amend sub
section (c) of section 1 of Public, No. 846, 
Seventy-fourth Congress (S. 3055), an act 
to provide conditions for the purchase of 
supplies and the making of con tracts by 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I re
serve the right to object. This bill affects 
the Walsh-Healey Act? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 

explain what the changes are and 
whether the bill has the support of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HEALEY] and those who represent organ
ized labor as well as the others who are 
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vitally interested in this type of legisla
tion in the House. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I am de
lighted to answer the gentleman's ques
tion. This bill brings the Walsh-Healey 
Act into line with the Fair Labor Stand
ards Act, and makes the two in accord 
with respect to annual wages and hours. 
The distinguished gentleman from Mich
igan is one of the ranking members of 
our committee as well as in the leader
ship of the minority of the House, knows 
that this bill has the unanimous favor
able reports, both of the subcommittee 
and the full Committee on the Judiciary. 
It has the cordial support of Mr. HEALEY, 
who is one of the joint authors of the 
Walsh-Healey Act. It has the support 
of L. Metcalfe Walling, who was the ad
ministrator of the Walsh-Healey Act 
and now is the Wage and Hour Adminis
trator. 

So far as our committee is advised, no 
one opposes it, and it has the hearty 
approval of everyone who has studied the 
problem it solves. 

There are a few employers who have 
agreed with their employees, bargaining 
collectively, upon an annual income for 
working not" more than 2,080 hours an
nually, as permitted by the Fair Labor 
Standards Act. Such firms cannot par
ticipate in the war effort on that basis 
because of the weekly hour maximum 
fixed by the Walsh-Healey Act. Hence, 
this bill amends the latter act to make 
it conform, in this particular, with the 
former act. 

Due to- the laudable, intelligent, and 
diligent efforts of the author of this bill, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
KEEFE], and the author of an identical 
bill or a similar bill, the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN], 
all of the elements have been brought 
into accord and there is no opposition 
whatever so far as we know. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I with
draw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. HOBBS]? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (c) of 

section 1 of an act entitled "Public No. 846," 
Seventy-fourth Congress (S. 3055), be amend
ed by insert ing the following proviso after 
the end of said subsect ion (c): "Provided, 
That the provisions of this subsection shall 
not apply to any employer who shall have 
entered into an agreement with his employees 
pursuant to the provisions of paragraphs 2 
and 3 of subsection (b) of section 7 of an 
act entitled 'Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938.'" 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BoEHNE <at the request of Mr. 
LUDLOW) for 1 week, on account of official 
business. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motior. was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 5 o'clock and 43 minutes p. m.> 

the House adjourned until 'tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 25, 1942, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATU

RALIZATION 

The Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization will hold a hearing at 
10:30 a. m. on Wednesday, March 25, 
1942, on H. R. 6529 and private bills. 
THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON PETROLEUM OF THE 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
CoMMERCE 

The Subcommittee on Petroleum of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce will hold a meeting at 10 a. m. 
on Friday, March 27, 1942, to hear Mr. 
Elliot E. Simpson, director of the Drex
sage Rubber Co. of New York in respect 
to rubber. 

There will be a meeting of the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce at 10 a.m. Tuesday, Apri114, 1942. 
Business .- to be considered: Hearings 
along the line of the Sanders bill, 
H. R. 5497, and other matters connected 
with the Federal Communications Com
mission. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNlCATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1528. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi
neers, United States Army, dated November 6, 
1941, submitting a report, together with ac
companying papers, on a review of reports 
on the Great Pee Dee, Lynches, Little Pee 
Dee, and Waccamaw Rivers, S. C., with a view 
to determining if improvement of Big Bull 
Creek, with a view to flood control, is advis
able, requested by a resolution of the Com
mittee on Flood Control, House of Representa
tives, adopted on October 4, Hl40; to the Com
mittee on Flood Control. 

1529 . A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi
neers, United States Army, dated December 
11, 1941, submitting a report, together with 
accompanying papers, on a preliminary exam
ination and survey of the Nooksack River, 
Wash., authorized by the Flood Control Act 
approved on June 22, 1936; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

1530. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi
neers, United States Army, dated December 4, 
1941, submitting a report, together with ac
companying papers, on a review of reports on 
the White River Basin, Mo. and Ark., with a 
view to determining the advisability of under
taking flood-control works on the Cache 
River, requested by a resolution of the Com
mittee on Flood Control, House of Repre
sentatives, adopted on .April 14, 1937; to the 
Committee on Flood Control. 

1531. A letter from the Act ing Administra
tor of the Federal Works Agency transmitting 
a draft of a proposed bill designed to au
thorize the Federal Works Administrator to 
appoint a Deput y Federal Works Administra
tor and to define his duties; to the Commit tee 
on Expen ditures in the Executive Depart
ments. 

1532. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
authorize officers and · enlist ed men of the 
armed forces of the United States to accept 
decorations, orders, medals, and emblems 
tendered by government s of cobelligerent na
tions or other American republics; to the 
Committee on Military Atrairs. 

1533. A letter from the Secretary of Com
merce transmitting a report of the activit ies 

of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
and its subsidiaries in connection with the 
defense and war effort; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rufe XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: Committee 
on Appropriations. H. R. 6845. A bill mak
ing appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fu.ical year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1935). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BULWINKLE: Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. H. R. 6799. 
A bill to increase the monthly maximum 
number of flying hours of air pilots, as lim
ited by the Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, be
cause of the military needs arising out of the 
present war; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1944). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HART: Committee on War Claims. 
H. R. 1147. A bill for the relief of Dr. Henry 
Clay Risner; with amendment (Rept.' No. 
1936) ·. Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HART: Committee on War Claims. 
H. R. 1280. A bill for the relief of Meta De 
Rene McLoskey; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1937). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of New York: Committee on 
War Claims. H. R. 1336. A bill for the re
lief of Leah A. Brownell; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1938). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MILLS of Louisiana: Committee on 
War Claims. H. R. 1578. A bill conferring 
jurisdiction upon the CoUl't of Claims of the 
United States to hear, adjudicat e, and enter 
judgment on the claim of Carl G. Allgrunn 
against the United States for the use of his 
invention in rifling guns during the war and 
thereafter by the Symington-Anderson Co. 
at Rochester, N. Y., said invention being 
shown and described in his Letters Patent 
No. 1,311,107, issued by the Patent Office of 
the United States on or about July 22, 1919, 
and conferring jurisdiction upon said Court 
of Claims to reopen and further adjudicate 
the claim of said Carl G. Allgrunn for t he 
u se of his inven tion by companies or in shops 
ot h er than the Symington-Anderson Co. in 
1918 and 1919, which claim h as heretofore 
been settled on the basis of the judgment of 
the court of Claims of February 8, 1937, 
awarding the said Carl G. Allgrunn the sum 
of $56,043'.76 with in terest thereon, on which 
judgment the said Carl G. Allgrunn was paid 
on or about April 11, 1938, t h e sum of $119,-
030 .80; witl~out amendment (Rept. No. 1939). 
Referred to the Commit t ee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. WORLEY: Committee on War Claims. 
H. R. 1744. A bill for the relief of Lizzie 
Berry; without amendment (Rept. No. 1940). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HART: Committee on War Claims. 
H. R. 2219. A bill for the relief of Mary G. 
Person; wit hout amendment (Rept. no. 1941). 
Referred to the Committee of t he Whole 
House. 
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Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER: Committee 

on War Claims. H. R. 3176. A bill for the 
relief of Agnes Brodahl; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1942). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of New York: Committee on 
War Claims. H. R. 4624. A bill for the 
relief of John August Johnson; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1943). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: 
H. R. 6845. A bill making appropriations for 

the Department of the Interior for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DIMOND: 
H. R. 6846. A bill to amend an act entitled 

"An act to create a legislative assembly in the 
Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power 
thereon, and for other purposes," approved 
August 24, 1912; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. KOPPLEMANN: 
H. R. 6847. A bill to assure to all persons 

within the · District of Columbia full and 
equal privileges of place·s of public accommo
dation, resort, entertainment, and amuse
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: 
H. Res. 466. Resolution expressing the sense 

of the House of Representatives that activi
ties of the Office of Civilian Defense con
cerned with the promotion of sports and other 
forms of recreation should be discontinued 
immediately; to the Committee on Expendi
tures in the Executive Departments. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
Mr. DICKSTEIN introduced a. blll (H. R. 

6848) granting jurisdiction to the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit to reopen and readjudicate the case 
of Robert L. Demuth, whlch was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: • 

2596. Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky: Petition 
of Hon. George Street Boone, of Elkton, Ky., 
and numerous citizens and residents of Elk
ton and Todd County, Ky., petitioning for 
a ceiling over all prices, including wages, 
agricultural products, manufactured articles, 
and rents, to be fixed at a reasonable value, 
with the request that the price ceiling fixed 
be firmly enforced, etc.; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

2597. By Mr. MOTT: Petition signed by 
Mrs. H. Francis M€€ker and 67 citizens of 
Clackamas County, State of Oregon, request
ing the passage of Senate bill 860; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

2598. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 33 
members of the Young People's Organization 
of the Portersville Presbyterian Church, .urg
ing the passage of the bill now before Con
gress to forbid the sale of beer and liquor 
in areas where there are training camps for 
our soldiers; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

2599. Also, petition of 34 members of the 
Portersville Presbyterian Church, urging the 
passage of the bill now before Congress to 
forbid the sale of beer and liquor in areas 
where there are training camps for our sol
diers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2600. By Mr. KRAMER: Petition of the 
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, Los . 
Angeles, Calif., expressing opposition to the 
bill H. R. 6750, which is a subStitute for both 
H. R. 6617 and H. R. 6049, contending that 
the principle of the proposal is not to the 
best interests of the small communities or 
local Government agencies; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

2601. Also, petition of the California State 
Board of . Agriculture, urging that the Farm 
Security Administration be granted sufficient 
budgetary and other support to enable it to 
provide mobile camps for seasonal workers 
and to deal with problems of transporting 
such workers within and to areas where their 
services are needed, that the United States 
Employment Service in California be provided 
with a sufficient additional staff to enable it 
to perform properly its important· functions 
in connection with recruiting and supplying 
necessary seasonal labor; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

2602. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Peti
tion passed by the Council of the City of 
bureau of identification of the police depart
ment, Corsicana, Tex., favoring House bill 
6256; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2603. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu
tion passed by the council of the city of 
Kenosha, Wis., opposing provisions of House 
bill 6750, to promote the prosecution of war 
by exempting from State, Territorial, and 
local taxes the sale, purchase, storage, use, or 
consumption of tangible personal property 
and services for use in performing defense 
contracts, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

2604. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Railroad Commission of the State of Califor
nia, at San Francisco, Calif., approving the 
enactment of House bill 6156, or other ap
propriate measure, for the purpose of 
amending section 321 of title III, part II, of 
the Transportation Act of 1940; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2605. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu
tion of the Pure Milk Association of Chicago, 
Dl., recommending that no priorities be 
granted for new public buildings unless it be 
shown that such buildings are absolutely 
necessary and will directly aid in winning 
war; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

2606. Also, resolution of the Pure Milk As
sociation of Chicago, Ill., urging Congress to 
pass legislation prohibiting interstate ship
ment and sale of oleomargarine containing 
any dairy products, which is yellow in color 
and which imitates butter in respect to color, 
taste, and appearance; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

2607. Also, resolution of the Pure Milk As
sociation of Chicago, Ill., urging legislation 
to protect the human and animal life of the 
United States by establishing a permanent 
system of sanitary inspection and control 
over the importation of animals- and their 
products from foreign countries, and to pro
vide for the imposition of mandatory em
bargoes against such importation where there 
is danger of spreading disease to this coun
try; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

SENATE 
VVEDNESDAY, ~ARCH 25, 1942 

(Legislative day of Thursday, March 5, 
1942) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, the Very Reverend 
Z~Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

0 God, Thou Father of our spirits, 
whose greatness separates Thee not 

from us but rather brings Thee near and· 
· enfolds us in Thy care: Teach us to live, 
though sometimes it were easier far to 
pass away, closing our eyes upon earth's 
twilight and wakening at the dawn; 
teach us that harder lesson, how to live 
and serve Thee in life's darkest mo
ments; to live no more for sin and self, 
wasting life's precious hours in seeking 
our own pleasures, bu.t employing heart 
and hand to do Thy bidding cheerfully, 
with kindly words for all. And let this 
be our highest, holiest joy, so to fill the 
common days with harmonies divine, 
that, when for us all working days are 
o'er, the heavenly music, gladsome and 
soothing, sweet and clear, shall rise in 
·purest harmony through all eternity, 
stealing away the strain of every aching 
heart, healing the long-borne pain. In 
our Saviour's name, we ask it. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. GREEN, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the cal
endar day Tuesday, March 24, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap
proved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States submitting 
nominations were communicated to the 
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre
taries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Calloway, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed a bill <H. R. 4579) to amend 
subsection (c) of section 1 of Public, 
No. 846, Seventy-fourth Congress <S. 
3055), an act to provide conditions for 
the purchase of supplies and the making 
of contracts by the United States, and 
for other purposes, in which it requested 
the ((Oncurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. R 1057. An act to establish a system of 
longevity pay for postal employees; 

H. R. 5945. An act granting the consent of 
Co~gress to a compact entered into by the 
States of Colorado, Kansas, and Nebraska . 
with respect to the use of the waters of the 
Republican River Basin; 

H. R. 6738. An act to limit the initial base 
pay of $21 per month for enlisted men in 
the Army and Marine Corps to those of the 
seventh grade; and 

H. R. 6759. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to fix the hours of duty of 
postal employees, and for other purposes," 
approved August 14, 1935, as amended, so 
as to permit payment for overtime for Satur
day service in lieu of compensatory time. 

JAMES D. PRESTON 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, in these 
hectic days of strife and turmoil, it ap
pears to me to be fit and proper to say 
a few words of appreciation of the loyal 
and intelligent services of one of the 
Senate's faithful employees. Today 
marks the anniversary of 45 years of 
service of James D. Preston to tbe 
Senate. 
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